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Rules  and  Regulations 


Federal  Regiater 
VoL  58,  No.  141 
Monday,  July  26,  1993 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  having  general 
applicability  and  legal  effect  most  of  which 
are  keyed  to  and  codified  in  the  Code  of 
Feder^  Regulations,  which  is  published  under 
50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by 
the  Superintendent  of  Documerds.  Prices 
new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  week. 


FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

5  CFR  Chapter  XXII 

12  CFR  Part  336 

~  RIN3064-AA07,3209>AAOOend3209-AA16 

Supplemental  Requirements  for 
Financial  Disclosure,  Qualified  Trusts, 
and  Certificates  of  Divestiture  for 
Employees  of  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation 

AGENCY:  The  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation,  (FDIC). 

ACTION:  Interim  rule  with  request  for 
comments. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation  (the 
Corporation),  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  Office  of  Government  Ethics  (OGE), 
is  issuing  interim  financial  disclosure 
requirements  for  officers  and  employees 
of  the  Corporation.  This  interim  rule 
revokes  the  Corporation’s  current 
financial  disclosure  regulations  and 
promulgates  substantially  similar 
regulations,  which  are  designed  to 
supplement  the  Executive  Branch 
Financial  Disclosure,  Qualified  Trusts, 
and  Certificates  of  Divestiture 
requirements  issued  by  OGE. 

DATES:  This  interim  rule  is  efiective  July 
26, 1993.  Comments  are  invited  and 
must  be  received  on  or  before 
September  24, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to  Hoyle  L. 
Robinson,  Executive  Secretary, 
Attention:  Room  F-400,  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation,  550  17th  Street, 
NW.,  Washin^on,  DC  20429.  Comments 
may  be  hand  delivered  to  room  F— 402, 
1776  F  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  5  p.m.  on 
business  days.  (FAX  number:  (202)  898- 
3838.]  Comments  will  be  available  for 
inspection  in  the  FDIC  Reading  Room, 
room  7118,  550  17th  Street,  NW., 


Washington,  DC  on  business  days 
between  9  am  and  4:30  pm. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Katherine  A.  Corigliano,  Assistant 
Executive  Secretary  (Ethics),  (202)  898- 
7272,  or  Richard  M.  Handy,  Ethics 
Program  Manager,  (202)  898-7271, 

Office  of  the  Executive  Secretary,  1776 
F  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20429. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

On  April  7, 1992,  OGE  published,  for 
codification  at  5  Cro  part  2634,  an 
interim  rule  pertaining  to  Executive 
Branch  Financial  Disclosure,  Qualified 
Trusts,  and  Certificates  of  Divestiture, 
which  revised  the  public  and 
confidential  financial  disclosure 
systems  for  executive  branch 
employees,  pursuant  to  title  I  of  the 
Ethics  in  Government  Act  of  1978  (Pub. 
L.  95-521,  as  amended).  See  57  FR 
11800-11830  (April  7, 1992),  as 
corrected  at  57  FR  21854-21855  (May 

22. 1992)  and  57  FR  62605  (December 

31. 1992) .  Pursuant  to  5  CFR  2634.103, 
executive  agencies  are  authorized  to 
publish  supplemental  regulations  as 
necessary  to  address  special  or  unique 
agency  circumstances,  subject  to  OGE 
concurrence.  This  interim  rule  is 
necessary  to  supplement,  for  the 
Corporation,  the  financial  disclosure 
requirements  issued  by  OGE  because  it 
implements  statutory  restrictions  which, 
though  not  generally  applicable  to 
employees  of  the  executive  branch,  are 
expressly  applicable  to  certain  holdings 
and  financial  interests  of  Corporation 
officers  and  employees.  In  addition  to 
implementing  statutory  restrictions,  the 
interim  rule  addresses  reporting  relating 
to  potential  conflicts  of  interest  unique 
to  the  Corporation’s  role  as  an  insurer  of 
Federal  depository  institutions  and  as 
primary  and  secondary  regulator  of 
member  institutions  of  the  Bank 
Insurance  Fund  and  the  Savings 
Association  Insurance  Fund.  Also 
accomplished  by  the  interim  rule  is  the 
added  designation  of  FDIC  Form  2410/ 
05  to  the  new  SF  450,  Confidential 
Financial  Disclosure  Report  for 
purposes  of  meeting  the  operational 
needs  of  the  Corporation’s  Employee 
Ethics  Program. 

The  interim  rule  continues  the 
Corporation’s  Employee  Ethics  Program 
requirements  for  disclosure: 


(1)  By  all  employees  of  interests  in 
securities  of  Corporation  insured 
depository  institutions: 

(2)  By  covered  employees  of 
indebtedness:  and 

(3)  By  covered  employees  of  credit 
card  obligations  in  insured  state 
nonmember  banks.  The  interim  rule 
provides  for  the  discontinuation  of  a 
requirement  that  covered  employees  file 
a  report  of  employment  upon 
resignation  hum  the  Corporation  to 
accept  employment  in  the  private 
sector. 

Unique  Corporation  specific 
circumstances  exist  in  the  provisions  of 
12  U.S.C  1812(e)(2)(B),  which  prohibits 
any  member  of  the  Corporation’s  Board 
of  Directors  from  holding  stock  in  any 
insured  depository  institution  or 
depository  institution  holding  company 
as  well  as  firom  holding  a  position  as  an 
officer  or  director  of  any  insured 
depository  institution,  depository 
institution  holding  company.  Federal 
Reserve  bank,  or  Federal  home  loan 
bank.  Although  not  driven  by  statute, 
the  Corporation’s  Board  of  Directors, 
because  of  the  Corporation’s  role  as 
insurer  and  primary  and  secondary 
regulator  of  depository  institutions,  has 
historically  made  applicable  to  all 
employees  a  prohibition  against  the 
acquisition,  during  the  terms  of  their 
employment,  of  securities  of  depository 
institutions  insured  by  the  Corporation 
and  a  requirement  for  recusal  ^m 
matters  affecting  an  institution,  the 
securities  of  which  an  employee 
acquired  prior  to  his  or  her  Corporation 
employment  or,  in  certain  instances,  the 
date  of  enactment  of  the  Financial 
Institutions  Reform,  Recovery,  and 
Enforcement  Act  of  1989  (FIRREA). 
Enforcement  of  the  aforementioned 
prohibitions  is  accomplished  by  a 
requirement  for  the  completion  by  all 
the  Corporation’s  new  entrants  of  FDIC 
Form  2410/07,  “Interest  in  Securities  of 
FDIC  Insured  Depository  Institutions.’’ 
This  requirement  will  be  continued 
under  this  interim  rule. 

In  addition,  sections  212  and  213  of 
title  18  of  the  United  States  Code 
prohibit  the  offer  of  certain  loans  and 
gratuities  to,  and  the  acceptance  of 
certain  loans  and  gratuities  by, 
examiners  of  federally  insured 
depository  institutions,  including  those 
employed  by  the  Corporation.  The 
Corporation’s  Board  of  Directors  has 
historically  required  that  certain 
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employees  recuse  themselves  from 
participation  in  any  matter  involving  an 
msurea  depository  institution  from 
which  they  have  extensions  of  credit 
and  prohibited  certain  employees  from 
borrowing  from  certain  classes  of 
creditors.  Enforcement  of  these 
restrictions  and  prohibitions  is 
accomplished  by  requiring  appointive 
directors,  officers,  certain  senior 
employees,  all  bank  examiners,  and 
other  designated  employees  to  file  FDIC 
Form  2410/06,  “Confidential  Report  of 
Indebtedness"  and  designated 
employees  of  the  Division  of 
Supervision  to  file  FDIC  Form  2410/10, 
“Statement  of  Credit  Card  Obligation  in 
Insured  State  Nonmember  Bank  and 
Acknowledgement  of  Conditions  for 
Retention-Notice  of  Disqualification." 

Pursuant  to  12  U.S.C.  1819(a),  the 
Corporation  has  independent  statutory 
authority  to  issue  regulations  to 
implement  the  prohibitions  set  forth  in 
section  2  of  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Act  and  18  U.S.C.  212  and 
213.  Nevertheless,  the  Corporation  has 
determined,  because  of  the  obvious 
relationship  of  these  prohibitions  to 
regulations  implemented  by  (X^E,  to 
include  the  collection  of  disclosure 
forms  necessary  to  enforce  the 
prohibitions  in  supplemental 
regulations  issued  under  5  CFR  part 
3202,  an  approach  with  which  CX^E 
agrees.  The  Corporation  is  also  hereby 
revoking  its  old  reporting  requirements 
contained  in  12  CFR  336.24-336.28. 
Until  issuance  of  a  separate 
supplemental  standards  regulation,  the 
Corporation  is  temporarily  retaining,  in 
12  ^R  part  336,  its  existing  standards 
of  conduct  regulations  (with  an  updated 
authority  citation),  which  for  the  most 
part  have  been  superseded  by  CXlE’s 
Standards  of  Ethical  Conduct  for 
executive  branch  employees,  as  codified 
at  5  CFR  part  2635. 

In  addition  to  the  aforementioned 
reporting  requirements,  the  Corporation 
has  in  the  past  required  that  employees 
resigning  ^m  the  Corporation  to  accept 
employment  in  the  private  sector 
complete  a  “Confidential  Report  Of 
Employment  Upon  Resignation."  FDIC 
Form  2410/08.  The  report  required  the 
disclosure  of  information  concerning  an 
employee’s  prospective  employer,  the 
nature  of  its  business  or  activities,  the 
position  to  be  occupied  by  the 
employee,  the  dates  of  negotiation  for 
the  employment,  and  the  employee’s 
official  involvement,  if  any,  with  the 
prospective  employer.  The  purpose  of 
the  report  was  to  ensure  emplcwee 
compliance  with  criminal  conflict  of 
interest  provisions  governing  the 
negotiation  of  employment  (18  U.S.C. 
208)  and  post-employment  activities  (18 


U.S.C.  207).  However,  the  Corporation 
has  learned  from  experience  that 
enforcement  of  the  reporting 
requirement  is  difficult  and  that  the 
information  obtained  has  little  value. 
Since  the  burden  of  this  particular 
information  collection  has  outweighed 
its  benefits,  the  interim  rule,  by  its 
revocation  of  12  CFR  336.26, 
discontinues  the  requirement  for  filing  a 
confidential  report  of  employment  upon 
resignation. 

II.  Analysis  of  Regulation 

Section  3202. 1 01  General  Provisions 

Section  3202.101  sets  forth  general 
information  regarding  the  purpose  of 
this  supplemental  Corporation 
regulation,  identifies  with  whom  the 
reports  required  by  this  part  must  be 
filed,  and  provides  notice  of  the 
retention  schedule  for  the  reports 
collected  and  their  lack  of  availability  to 
the  general  public. 

Section  3202.102  Confidential 
Financial  Disclosure  Reports  (SF  450, 
FDIC  Form  2410/05) 

Section  3202.102  adds  the  designation 
of  FDIC  Form  2410/05  to  the  SF  450, 
Executive  Branch  Personnel 
Confidential  Financial  Disclosure 
Report,  to  accommodate  the 
Corporation’s  need  for  a  three-part 
document. 

Section  3202.103  Confidential  Report 
of  Interest  in  FDIC-Insured  Depository 
Institution  Securities  (FDIC  Form  2410/ 
07) 

Section  3202.103  imposes  upon  all 
Corporation  employees  a  requirement  to 
file  a  report  of  any  direct  or  indirect 
interest  in  the  securities  of  depository 
institutions  insured  by  the  Corporation. 
In  addition,  this  section  identifies  the 
circumstances  which  give  rise  to  the 
filing  requirement,  briefly  describes  the 
type  of  information  which  is  required  to 

disclosed,  and  requires  a  certification 
that  the  employee  has  read  and 
understands  the  rules  governing 
ownership. 

Section  3202.104  Confidential  Report 
of  Indebtedness  (FDIC  Form  2410/06) 

Section  3202.104  identifies  those 
Corporation  employees  who  are 
required  to  file  a  confidential  report  of 
indebtedness,  specifies  when  the  report 
must  be  filed,  and  briefly  describes  the 
type  of  information  which  must  be 
disclosed. 


Section  3202.105  Confidential 
Statement  of  Credit  Card  Obligation  in 
Insured  State  Nonmember  Bank  and 
Acknowledgement  of  Conditions  of 
Retention — Notice  of  Disqualification 
(FDIC  Form  2410/10) 

Section  3202.105  identifies  the 
employees  who  must  meet  the  filing 
requirement,  the  circumstances  which 
give  rise  to  the  reporting  requirement, 
ffie  time  period  within  whi^  the 
reporting  requirement  must  be  met,  and 
a  brief  description  of  the  information 
which  must  be  disclosed. 

m.  Matters  of  Regulatory  Procedure 
Administrative  Procedure  Act 

The  Board  of  Directors  has  foimd 
good  cause  pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553(b) 
for  waiving,  as  unnecessary  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  the 
general  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
and  the  30-day  delay  in  effectiveness  as 
to  these  interim  rules  and  repeal.  The 
reason  for  this  determination  is  that  it 
is  important  to  a  smooth  transition  from 
the  Corporation’s  prior  disclosure  rules 
to  the  new  executive  branch-wide 
financial  disclosure  regulations  that 
these  rulemaking  actions  take  place  as 
soon  as  possible.  Furthermore,  this 
rulemaking  is  related  to  the 
Corporation’s  organization,  procedure 
and  practice. 

Nonetheless,  this  is  an  interim 
rulemaking,  with  provision  for  a  60  day 
public  comment  period.  The  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  will 
review  all  comments  received  during 
the  comment  period  and  will  consider 
any  modifications  that  appear 
appropriate  in  adopting  these  rules  as 
final,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Office 
of  Government  Ethics. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

The  Board  of  Directors  has  concluded 
that  the  interim  rule  will  not  impose  a 
significant  economic  hardship  on  small 
institutions.  'The  Board  of  Directors 
therefore  hereby  certifies  pursuant  to 
section  605  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act  (5  U.S.C.  605)  that  the  interim  rule 
will  not  have  a  significant  economic 
impact  on  a  substantial  number  of  small 
entities  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5  U.S.C.  601 
et.  seq.). 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

The  Board  of  Directors  has 
determined  that  this  regulation  does  not 
contain  any  information  collection 
requirements  that  require  the  approval 
of  the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
pursuant  to  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35). 
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List  of  Subjects 
5  CFR  Part  3202 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure,  Conflict  of  interests, 

Financial  disclosiire.  Privacy,  Reporting 
and  recordkeeping  requirements. 

12  CFR  Part  336 
Conflict  of  interests. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation,  in  concurrence  with  the 
Office  of  Government  Ethics,  is 
amending  title  5  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  and  title  12,  chapter  ID,  part 
336,  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
as  follows: 

TITLE  5— [AMENDED] 

1.  A  new  chapter  XXn  consisting  of 
Part  3202  is  added  to  title  5  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  to  read  as 
follows: 

5  CFR  CHAPTER  XXU-FEDERAL  DEPOSIT 
INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

PART  3202— SUPPLEMENTAL 
FINANCIAL  DISCLOSURE 
REQUIREMENTS  FOR  EMPLOYEES  OF 
THE  FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Sec. 

3202.101  General  Provisions. 

3202.102  Confidential  Financial  Disclosure 
Reports  (SF  450,  FDIC  Form  2410/05). 

3202.103  Confidential  Report  of  Interest  in 
FDIC  Insured  Depository  Institution 
Securities  (FDIC  Form  2410/07). 

3202.104  Confidential  Report  of 
Indebtedness  (FDIC  Form  2410/06). 

3202. 105  Confidential  Statement  of  Qredit 
Card  Obligation  in  Insured  State 
NonmembOT  Bank  and 
Acknowledgement  of  Conditions  of 
Retention — Notice  of  Disqualification 
(FDIC  Form  2410/10). 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  7301;  5  U.S.C  App. 
(Ethics  in  Government  Act  of  1978);  12 
U.S.C  1819(a);  26  U.S.C.  1043;  E.0. 12674, 

54  FR  15159,  3  CFR,  1989  Comp.,  p.  215,  as 
modified  by  E.0. 12731,  55  FR  42547,  3  CFR, 
1990  Comp.,  p.  306;  5  CFR  2634.103. 

§  3202.1 01  General  provlsione. 

(a)  Purpose,  This  part  establishes  for 
'  officers  and  employees  of  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  (the 
Corporation)  financial  disclosure 
requirements  in  addition  to  the  public 
and  confidential  financial  disclosure 
reports  required  pursuant  to  5  CFR  part 
2634,  subparts  B  and  I.  This  part  also 
provides  for  the  added  designation  of 
FDIC  Form  2410/05  to  the  SF  450, 
Confidential  Financial  Disclosure 
Report. 

(o)  Filing  requirements.  The  reporting 
individual  shall  file  the  financial 
disclosure  and  other  reports  required 


under  5  CFR  part  2634  and  §§  3202.102- 
3202.105  with  his  or  her  assigned 
Deputy  Ethics  Cotmselor. 

(c)  Custody  and  denial  of  public 
access. 

(1)  Any  report  filed  with  the 
(Corporation  under  §$  3202.102- 
3202.105  shall  be  retained  by  the 
Corporation  for  a  period  of  six  years 
after  receipt  After  the  six-year  period, 
the  report  shall  be  destroyed  imless 
needed  in  an  ongoing  investigation.  See 
also  FDIC  Employee  Financial 
Disclosure  Statements  Privacy  Act 
system  of  records  (1  FDIC  Law, 
Regulations,  and  Related  Acts  (FDIC) 
2209);  see  also  the  CXJE/CXDVT-2 
Privacy  Act  system  of  records,  for  the 
reports  filed  under  §  3202.102. 

(2)  The  reports  filed  pursuant  to 

§§  3202.102-3202.105  are  confidential. 
No  member  of  the  public  shall  have 
access  to  such  reports,  except  pursuant 
to  the  order  of  a  Federal  court  or  as 
otherwise  provided  under  the  Privacy 
Act.  See  5  U.S.C.  552a  and  the  FDIC 
Employee  Financial  Disclosure 
Statements  Privacy  Act  system  of 
records. 

13202.102  Confidential  Financial 
Disclosure  Reports  (SF  450,  FDIC  Form 
2410/05). 

The  SF  450,  Executive  Branch 
Personnel  Confidential  Financial 
Disclostire  Report,  will  also  carry  FDIC 
Form  Number  2410/05.  The  structure 
and  operations  of  the  Corporation’s 
Employee  Ethics  Program  dictate  that 
the  form  be  printed  in  three  parts, 
consisting  of  an  original  and  two  self 
copies. 

{  3202.1 03  Confidential  Report  of  Interest 
in  FDIC  Insured  Depository  Institution 
Securities  (FDIC  Form  2410/07). 

(a)  Who  must  file/when.  All  FDIC 
employees  shall  file  an  FDIC  Form 
2410/07  (Report  of  Interest  in  FDIC 
Insured  Depository  Institution 
Seomties)  within  30  days  of  the  date  of 
entrance  on  duty.  Thereafter,  an 
updated  FDIC  Form  2410/07  shall  be 
filed  only  if: 

(1)  An  interest  in  an  FDIC  insured 
depository  institution  is  acquired 
subsequent  to  the  commencement  of 
employment  through  a  change  in 
marital  status  or  by  gift,  inheritance,  or 
other  personal  circumstances  beyond  an 
employee’s  control,  in  which  case  an 
employee  shall  file  FDIC  Form  2410/07 
within  30  days  of  acquiring  the  interest; 
or 

(2)  A  previously  acquired  interest  in 
a  non-FDIC  insured  entity  becomes  an 
interest  in  an  FDIC  insured  depository 
institution  as  the  result  of  merger, 
acquisition,  or  other  change  in  corporate 


ownership,  or  change  in  insurance 
status,  in  which  case  an  employee  shall 
file  FDIC  Form  2410/07  witW  30  days 
of  the  entity’s  conversion  to  an  FDIC 
insxired  status;  or 

(3)  An  employee  divests  himself  or 
herself  of  a  previously  reported  interest 
in  FDIC  decision  or  an  FDIC  insured 
depository  institution,  in  which  case  an 
employee  shall  file  FDIC  Form  2410/07 
as  soon  as  possible  after  divestiture  to 
facilitate  the  removal  of  any  related 
disqualifications. 

(l^  Report  contents.  Each  report  filed 
pursuant  to  this  section  shall  include: 

(1)  In  part  I: 

(1)  A  brief  description  of  any  direct  or 
indirect  interest  in  the  securities  of  an 
FDIC  insured  depository  institution  or 
affiliate,  including  a  depository 
institution  holding  company,  and  the 
date  and  manner  of  acquisition  or 
divestiture:  and 

(ii)  A  brief  description  of  any  direct  or 
indirect  continuing  financial  interest 
through  a  pension  or  retirement  plan, 
trust  or  other  arrangement,  including 
arrangements  resulting  from  any  current 
or  prior  employment  or  business 
association,  with  any  FDIC  insured 
depository  institution,  affiliate,  or 
depository  institution  holding  company; 
and 

(2)  In  part  n,  a  certification 
acknowledging  that  the  employee  has 
read  and  understands  the  statements 
and  instructions  contained  therein. 

S3202.104  Confidential  Report  Of 
Indebtedneea  (FDIC  Form  2410A)6). 

(a)  Who  must  file/when.  Within  30 
days  of  entrance  on  duty  and  annually 
thereafter,  a  confidential  report  of 
indebtedness  must  be  filed; 

(1)  As  a  supplement  to  the  Public 
Financial  Disclosure  Report  (SF  278), 
by: 

(1)  Members  of  the  Board  of  Directors, 
except  the  (Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
and  the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Thrift 
Suoervision; 

(ii)  Any  assistant  or  deputy  to  the 
Board  of  Directors  or  to  an  individual 
board  member  or  any  assistant  to 
assistant  or  deputies  to  the  Board  of 
Directors  or  to  individual  Board 
members  except  persons  employed  by 
the  Office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  or  the  Office  of  Thrift 
Supervision;  and 

(iii)  Division  and  office  heads  and 
persons  immediately  subordinate 
thereto; 

(2)  As  a  supplement  to  the  Executive 
Branch  Personnel  Confidential 
Financial  Disclosure  Report  (SF  450, 
FDIC  Form  2410/05),  by: 

(i)  Persons  employed  by  the  Division 
of  Supervision  as  bank  examiners  in  job 
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series  570;  c»mpliance  examiners  in  job 
series  301;  and 

(ii)  All  other  employees  of  the 
Division  of  Supervision  and  the 
Division  of  Rerolutions  at  or  above  the 
grade  13. 

(b)  Repoif  contents.  Each  confidential 
report  of  ind^tedness  filed  pursuant  to 
this  section  shall  include: 

(1)  In  part  I,  information  on  any 
indc^tewess  of  the  employee,  his  or  her 
spouse,  and/or  dependent  child,  which 
is  evidenced  by  a  credit  card  issued  by 
an  FDIC  insur^  depository  institution, 
including  the  type  of  card,  the  year  of 
receipt,  the  name  and  location  of  the 
issuer,  and  the  total  line  of  credit, 
regardless  of  the  amount  outstanding; 
and 

(2)  In  part  II.  information  on  other 
indebteoness  of  the  employee,  his  or  her 
spouse,  and/or  dependent  child,  at  any 
time  diiring  the  reporting  period  and 
regardless  of  amount,  to  a  federally 
insured  financial  institution,  or  any 
subsidiary  or  affiliate  thereof,  including 
mortgages  and  other  consumer  debt  not 
reported  in  part  I.  With  respect  to  each 
creditor,  an  employee  shall  disclose  the 
type  of  liability,  the  name  and  location 
of  the  creditor,  the  year  the  debt  was 
incurred,  the  term  of  the  loan,  and 
either  the  original  or  outstanding 
balance. 

13202.105  Confidential  Statanwnt  of 
CredH  Card  Obligation  in  Insured  State 
Nonmember  Benk  and  Acknowledgement  of 
Conditions  of  Retention— Notice  of 
Diequeilfication  (FDIC  Form  2410/10). 

(a)  Who  must  file/when.  Within  30 
days  of  acqtiiring  a  credit  card 
obligation  to  an  insured  state 
nonmember  bank  headquartered  outside 
of  the  employee’s  region  of 
employment,  a  “Statement  of  Credit 
CaM  (Obligation  in  Insured  State 
Nonmember  Bank  and 
Acknowledgement  of  Conditions  of 
Retention-Notice  of  Disqualification,” 
FDIC  Form  2410/10,  must  be  filed  by: 

(1)  The  Executive  Director  of  the 
Divisions  of  Supervision  and 
Resolutions: 

(2)  The  Director  of  Supervision; 

(3)  The  holder  of  any  position 
immediately  subordinate  to  the  Director 
of  Supervision; 

(4)  An  Assistant  Director,  Regional 
Director.  Deputy  Regional  Director,  or 
an  Assistant  Regional  Director;  and 

(5)  An  examiner,  assistant  examiner, 
compliance  examiner,  or  other  covered 
employee  of  the  Division  of  Supervision 
at  or  above  a  grade  13  level. 

(b)  Report  contents.  Each  statement 
filed  pmsuant  to  this  section  shall 
disclose  the  name  of  any  Corporation 
insured  state  nonmember  depository 


institution  outside  of  the  employee's 
region  of  assignment  from  which  he  or 
she  has  received  a  credit  card  and  shall 
include  certification  that  the  credit 
cards  listed  were  obtained  only  under 
such  terms  and  conditions  as  are 
available  to  the  general  public,  that  the 
line  of  credit  does  not  exceed  $10,000, 
and  that  the  employee  is  aware  of  and 
understands  the  requirement  for  self¬ 
disqualification  from  participation  in 
matters  affecting  the  creditors 
identified. 

By  Order  of  the  Board  of  Directors. 

Dated  at  Washington,  DC  this  24th  day  of 
November.  1992. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

Approved:  July  14, 1993. 

Stephen  D.  Potts, 

Director,  Office  of  Government  Ethics. 

12  CFR  CHAPTER  UNAMENDED] 

PART  336— EMPLOYEE 
RESPONSIBILITIES  AND  CONDUCT 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  336 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C  7301;  12  U.S.Q 
1819(a);  sec.  502(a),  E.0. 12674, 54  FR 15159, 
3  CFR,  1989  Comp.,  p.  215,  as  modified  by 
E.0. 12731, 55  FR  42547,  3  (7R,  1990  Comp., 
p.  306;  E.0. 11222,  3  CFR,  1964-1965  Comp., 
p.  306,  as  modified;  5  CFR  2635.403(a), 
2635.803,  2637.101(a). 

2.  Part  336  is  amended  by  removing 
and  reserving  subpart  D.  §§  336.24- 
336.28. 

By  Order  of  the  Board  of  Directors. 

Dated  at  Washington,  DC  this  24th  day  of 
November,  1992. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17612  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUINO  CODE  sn4-01-e 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

10  CFR  ParU  30, 40, 70,  and  72 
RIN  3150-AD98 

Dacommlaaloning  Recordkeeping  and 
Ucenae  Termination:  Documentation 
Additiona 

AGENCY:  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  (NRC)  is  amending  its 
regulations  to  reqtiire  holders  of  a 
specific  license  for  possession  of  certain 


byproduct  material,  source  material, 
special  nuclear  material,  or  for 
independent  storage  of  spent  nuclear 
fuel  and  hi^-level  radioactive  waste  to 
prepare  and  maintain  additional 
documentation  that  identifies  all 
restricted  areas  where  licensed  materials 
and  equipment  were  stored  or  used,  all 
areas  outside  of  restricted  areas  where 
documentation  is  required  imder 
current  decommissioning  regulations  for 
unusual  occurrences  or  spills,  all  areas 
outside  of  restricted  areas  where  waste 
has  been  buried,  and  all  areas  outside  of 
restricted  areas  containing  material  such 
that  if  the  license  were  terminated,  the 
licensee  would  be  required  to 
decontaminate  the  area  or  seek  special 
approval  for  disposal.  The  final  rule  also 
requires  licensees  to  submit  specific 
information  at  the  time  of  final 
decommissioning  on  decontaminated 
equipment  that  had  been  involved  in 
the  licensed  activity  that  will  remain 
onsite  at  the  time  of  license  termination. 
The  information  required  by  these 
amendments  will  provide  greater 
assurance  that  decontamination  and 
decommissioning  of  licensee  facilities 
have  been  carried  out  in  accordance 
with  the  Commission’s  regulations. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  October  25. 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Dr. 
Carl  Feldman,  Office  of  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Research,  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission.  Washington, 
DC  20555,  telephone  (301)  492-3883. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

NRC  licensees  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  10  Parts  30. 40,  70, 
and  72  who  wish  to  terminate  their 
licenses  must  decontaminate  all 
contaminated  fadfities  and  sites 
according  to  NRC  requirements  before 
the  NRC  can  authorize  the  termination 
of  the  license.  Therefore,  the  licensee’s 
application  for  license  termination,  and 
other  records  on  decommissioning 
available  from  the  licensee,  must 
contain  suffident  information  on  the 
residual  radioactivity  levels  in  the 
licensee’s  facilities  and  sites  to  allow 
the  NRC  stafi  to  make  a  determination 
on  whether  the  licensee’s  fadlities  and 
sites  can  be  released  for  unrestrided 
use. 

A  (^neral  Accoimting  Office  (GAO) 
report,  “NRC  Decommissioning 
Procedures  and  Criteria  Need  to  Be 
Strengthened”  (GAO/RCED-89-119, 
May  26, 1989),  indicated  incomplete 
recordkeeping  as  a  potential  problem. 
The  issue  was  also  discussed  by  the 
NRC  at  the  hearing  before  the  Energy 
and  Environment  Subcommittee  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Interior  and  ^ 
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Insular' Affairs,  chaired  by  Congressman 
Mike  Synar  of  Oklahoma  (Synar 
Subcommittee)  on  August  3. 1989.  Both 
the  GAO  report  and  the  Synar 
Subcommittee  were  concerned  that, 
because  of  poor  or  insufficient 
knowledge  as  to  the  location  within  a 
licensee’s  site  where  licensee  activities 
were  conducted,  the  NRC  could 
terminate  a  license  and  release  facilities 
and  sites  for  imrestricted  use  which  may 
remain  partially  contaminated  at  levels 
which  would  be  unacceptable. 

Currently,  NRC’s  rules  on 
decommissioning  recordkeeping  (10 
CFR  30.35(g).  40.36(f),  70.25(g).  and 
72.30(d))  specifically  require  licensees 
to  keep  certain  records  important  to  the 
safe  and  effective  decommissioning  of 
the  facility  in  an  identified  location 
imtil  the  license  is  terminated  by  the 
Commission.  These  records  include 
drawings  of  structures  and  equipment  in 
restricted  areas  where  radioactive 
materials  were  used  or  stored, 
documentation  identifying  the  location 
of  inaccessible  residual  contamination, 
and  detailed  descriptions  of  unusual 
occurrences  or  spills  of  radioactive 
materials  that  can  affect 
decommissioning.  In  addition,  NRC's 
rules  (10  CFR  20.2108)  require  licensees 
to  maintain  records  on  the  location  and 
radionuclide  content  of  waste  burial 
areas  imtil  license  termination. 

However,  these  rules  are  not  sufficiently 
explicit  to  ensure  that  all  relevant  areas 
of  possible  contamination  will  be 
identified  at  the  actual  time  of 
decommissioning.  For  example,  the 
licensee  is  not  specifically  required  to 
list  (1)  all  areas  designated  and  formerly 
designated  as  restricted  areas;  (2)  all 
areas  outside  of  restricted  areas  that 
require  documentation  under  the 
current  decommissioning  rules;  (3)  all 
areas  outside  of  restricted  areas  where 
radioactive  waste  has  been  buried  and 
require  documentation  under  the 
current  rules;  (4)  all  areas  outside  of 
restricted  areas  which  contain 
radioactive  material  such  that,  if  the 
license  expired,  the  licensee  would  be 
required  to  either  decontaminate  the 
area  to  unrestricted  release  levels  or 
apply  for  approval  of  disposal  (e.g. 
tailings  piles);  and  (5)  the  location  and 
description  of  equipment  to  remain 
onsite  after  license  termination  that  was 
considered  to  be  radioactively 
contaminated  when  final 
decommissioning  was  initiated.  Yet  the 
NRC  will  need  to  know  of  the  existence 
and  location  of  these  areas  and 
equipment  in  order  to  perform  its 
confirmatory  survey. 

On  October  7, 1991  (56  FR  50524),  the 
NRC  published  a  notice  of  proposed 


rulemaking  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
purpose  of  this  proposed  rulemaking 
was  to  clarify  and  make  more  explicit 
the  recordkeeping  and  documentation 
requirements  specified  in  the  recently 
enacted  decommissioning  amendments 
(June  27, 1988,  53  FR  24018).  The 
proposed  rule  would  have  required 
licensees  to  maintain  in  a  single 
document  and  certify  for  completeness 
and  accuracy,  a  list  of  the  following: 

(1)  All  onsite  areas  designated  and 
formerly  designated  as  restricted  areas 
as  defined  under  10  CFR  20.3(a)(14)  or 
20.1003; 

(2)  All  onsite  areas,  other  than 
restricted  areas,  where  radioactive 
materials  in  quantities  greater  than 
amounts  list^  in  Appendix  C  to 

§§  20.1001-20.2401  of  10  CFR  part  20 
are  or  have  been  used,  possessed  or 
stored; 

(3)  All  onsite  areas,  other  than 
restricted  areas,  where  spills  or  other 
unusual  occurrences  involving  the 
spread  of  contamination  in  and  around 
the  facility,  equipment,  or  site  have 
occurred  that  required  reporting 
pursuant  to  §  30.50  (b)(1)  or  (b)(4), 
including  areas  where  subsequent 
cleanup  procedures  have  removed  the 
contamination;  and 

(4)  All  known  locations  and 
radionuclide  contents  of  previous  and 
current  burial  areas  within  the  site. 

Areas  that  contained  byproduct 
material  having  half-lives  of  10  days  or 
less,  or  depleted  uranium  used  only  for 
shielding  or  as  penetrators  in  unus^ 
munitions,  or  sealed  sources  authorized 
to  be  used  at  “temporary  job  sites" 
outside  of  the  licensee’s  permanent 
facility  and  site  boundary  as  specified  in 
the  license  would  not  have  had  to  be 
listed. 

The  proposed  rule  also  would  have 
required  licensees  who  are  required  to 
submit  a  decommissioning  plan,  to 
submit  this  list  as  part  of  their  plan. 
Finally,  the  proposed  rule  would  have 
required  that  the  above  list  include  the 
location  and  description  of  all 
equipment,  involved  in  the  licensed 
operation,  that  is  to  remain  onsite  after 
license  termination. 

The  comment  period  on  the  proposed 
rule  expired  December  23, 1991.  Public 
comments  were  received  on  the 
proposed  rule  and  are  available  for 
public  inspection  and  copying  for  a  fee 
at  the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  located  at  2120  L  Street,  NW. 
(Lower  Level),  Washington,  DC. 

The  NRC  received  nine  comment 
letters  in  response  to  the  proposed  rule. 
The  commenters  consist  of  a  broad 
institutional  licensee,  a  medical 
licensee.  State  agencies,  a  Federal 
Government  laboratory,  several  material 


licensees,  and  a  nuclear  power  utility. 

In  a  number  of  cases,  letters  firom 
different  commenters  addressed  similar 
issues.  The  NRC  has  identified  and 
responded  to  12  separate  issues  that 
include  all  of  the  significant  points 
raised  by  the  commenters.  The 
comments  and  NRC  responses  are 
presented  below. 

Summary  and  Analjrsis  of  Public 
Comments 

1.  Comment.  The  listing  requirement 
under  the  expiration  and  termination  of 
license  which  states  that  "Upon 
approval  of  the  decommissioning  plan 
by  the  Commission,  the  licensee  shall 
*  *  *  include  a  list  of  the  location  and 
description  of  all  equipment  involved  in 
licensed  operations  that  is  to  remain 
onsite  at  the  time  of  license 
termination”  is  too  broad.  For  example, 
as  one  commenter  argued,  under  the 
proposed  requirement,  even  a 
typewriter  can  be  considered  as  a  piece 
of  “equipment  involved  in  licensed 
operations"  because  the  typewriter  was 
used  to  generate  reports  concerning  the 
licensed  activities.  Another  commenter 
stated  that  “old"  equipment 
decontaminated  and  returned  to 
inventory  for  others  to  use  should  not  be 
tracked  until  the  termination  of  the 
license. 

Response.  The  supplementary 
information  to  the  proposed  rule  stated 
that, "  *  *  *  equipment  to  be  left  onsite 
at  the  time  of  license  termination  are 
appropriate  for  listing  since  these  may 
be  potential  sources  of  exposure."  It  is 
not  the  intent  of  the  Commission  that 
licensees  should  list  and  track 
equipment  such  as  a  typewriter  which 
never  was  contaminated  or  “old" 
equipment  decontaminated  to 
unrestricted  area  release  levels  and 
returned  to  inventory  until  the  time  of 
license  termination:  existing 
requirements  in  §§  20.401  and  20.2103 
require  records  of  surveys  made  to 
confirm  that  equipment  is  suitable  for 
unrestricted  before  it  is  removed  from 
the  site.  Rather,  the  intention  of  this 
recordkeeping  requirement  is  to  ensure 
that  any  (contaminated)  equipment  that 
was  decontaminated  during 
decommissioning  and  is  to  be  left  onsite 
after  license  termination  is  identified. 
This  would  assist  the  NRC  in 
performing  a  confirmatory  survey. 
Therefore,  the  rule  has  been  modified  to 
clarify  that  contaminated  equipment 
that  has  been  or  will  be  sent  offsite  to 
authorized  radioactive  waste  disposal 
sites  or  decontaminated  and  released 
from  the  site  to  some  other  location  and 
use  need  not  be  listed.  A  licensee  is  not 
required  to  identify  this  equipment 
prior  to  conducting  the  decontamination 
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and  decommissioning  operations. 
Specifically,  §§  30.36(c)(3),  40.42(c)(3), 
70.38(c)(3).  and  72.54(e)(2)  will  now 
read  as  follows: 

*****  and  shall  include  a  list  containing 
the  location  and  description  of  all  equipment 
to  remain  onsite  after  license  termination  that 
was  contaminated  when  final 
decommissioning  was  initiated.*’ 

2.  Comment.  Extend  the  exemption  to 
all  sealed  sources  on  or  offsite  provided 
there  has  been  no  damage  to  or  leakage 
from  the  sources.  Commenters 
supported  NRC’s  assessment  that  the 
risk  of  “contamination**  frtjm  any  sealed 
source  ’‘authorized  to  operate  at 
temporary  job  sites**  is  minimal  under 
normal  use  conditions.  One  commenter 
questioned  the  impact  of  the  proposed 
rule  on  the  uses  of  brachytherapy 
sources.  Another  commenter  suggested 
that  all  sealed  sources  on  or  off  the  site 
should  be  exempted  from  the  proposed 
rule  provided  there  has  been  no  damage 
or  le^age  from  the  sources. 

Response.  The  NRC  agrees  that  areas 
containing  only  sealed  sources,  both  on 
or  off  the  site,  need  not  be  listed 
provided  the  sealed  sources  have  not 
leaked,  or  no  contamination  remains 
after  any  leak.  Sections  30.35(g)(3)  and 
70.25(g)(3)  have  been  amended  to  reflect 
this  decision. 

3.  Comment.  Will  the  proposed 
requirements  be  retroactive? 

Response.  *rhe  NRC  does  not  intend 
for  the  requirements  to  be  retroactive. 
However,  the  list  should  be  as  complete 
as  possible  and  licensees  should  go  back 
into  the  history  of  their  licensed 
operation  as  far  as  possible  to  develop 
their  initial  list.  After  the  initial  list  is 
generated,  it  would  need  to  be  updated 
at  least  every  2  years.  ‘Therefore, 

§§  30.35(g)(3),  40.36(f).  70.25(g)(3).  and 
72.30(d)(3)  have  been  amended  to 
reflect  this  position. 

4.  Comment.  Aside  from  exempting 
radioactive  matwials  that  possess  half- 
lives  of  10  days  or  less,  an  exemption 
should  also  be  given  for  those 
radioactive  materials  that  through  time 
of  possession  have  also  decayed  to  very 
low  levels. 

Response.  In  principle  it  seems 
reasonable  to  exempt  radioactive 
materials  with  half-lives  greater  than  10 
days  if  during  their  time  of  pKissession 
they  have  decayed  to  very  low  levels. 
However,  in  praf:tice  this  would  be 
diflicult  to  implement  because  the  NRC 
would  need  to  deflne,  at  that  time,  what 
NRC  considers  to  be  “very  low  levels.** 
In  addition,  most  licensees  cannot 
predict  the  exact  time  of  their  license 
termination.  However,  the  NRC  agrees 
that  the  10-day  half-life  is  too 
restrictive.  Moreover,  materials  with 


less  than  65-day  half-lives  are  already 
authorized  by  the  Commission  for 
decay-in-storage,  for  example,  under  10 
CFR  35.92.  Therefore,  a  65-day  half-life 
appears  to  be  a  more  reasonable  and 
consistent  limit.  The  rule  has  been 
modified  accordingly.  It  is  important  to 
note  that  the  purpose  of  this 
recordkeeping  rule  is  to  prevent 
contaminated  areas  and  equipment  from 
being  overlooked  at  the  time  of  license 
termination,  because  of  inadequate 
recordkeeping.  Any  large  amount  of 
licensed  material,  no  matter  how  short 
the  half-life,  should  be  properly 
controlled,  surveyed,  inventoried,  and 
documented  at  all  times.  At  the  time  of 
license  termination,  if  the  Ucensee 
possesses  a  sufficient  amount  of  short 
half-life  materials  to  affect 
decommissioning,  the  Commission 
would  expect  that  the  licensee  would  be 
able  to  identify  the  areas  where  these 
materials  are  used  and/or  stored. 

5.  Comment.  The  proposed  rule  is 
unduly  burdensome  and  will  not  ensure 
that  the  stated  aim  is  met.  Therefore,  the 
proposed  rule  should  be  withdrawn  and 
problems  that  have  been  identified 
should  be  solved  by  existing  methods, 
such  as  during  routine  inspections, 
under  the  current  requirements,  such  as 
decommissioning  regulations  (10  CFR 
part  30.35)  and  10  CFR  part  20,  subpart 
M,  and  through  real  time  inspection  and 
enforcement  programs.  At  some  large 
research  institutions,  the  burdens 
created  by  the  proposed  regulation 
would  be  very  significant  ^cause 
activities  with  small  amounts  of 
radioactive  materials  are  conducted  in 
numerous  rooms  and  buildings. 

Response.  The  Commission  has 
carefully  considered  the  comments 
received  and  reviewed  the  impact  of  the 
proposed  rule.  The  discvissed  changes 
have  been  made  to  minimize  the 
recordkeeping  burden  without 
diminishing  the  effectiveness  of  the 
rule.  In  addition,  aside  frem  the 
required  list  of  previous  and  current 
restricted  areas  designated  in  the 
proposed  rule,  the  final  rule  requires 
only  the  list  of  areas  outside  of 
restricted  areas  that  require 
documentation  (records)  in  the  existing 
rule  under  §§  30.35(g)(1).  40.36(f)(1), 
70.25(g)(1),  and  72.25(g)(1)  for  spills  or 
other  unusual  occurrences  involving  the 
spread  of  contamination  in  and  around 
the  facility,  equipment,  or  site.  Further, 
these  records  may  be  limited  to 
instances  when  contamination  remains 
after  any  cleanup  procedures  or  when 
there  is  reasonable  likelihood  that 
contaminants  may  have  spread  to 
inaccessible  areas.  The  NRC  regards 
remaining  contamination  as  anything 
above  the  NRC’s  most  current  residual 


radioactivity  criteria  for  allowing  release 
for  unrestricted  use;  see  57  FR 13382, 
April  16. 1992,  for  case  specific 
guidance  on  this  issue. 

Rulemaking  activities  for  specifying 
residual  radioactivity  limits  for  site 
cleanup  are  presently  underway.  As  a 
result  of  these  changes,  only  those  areas 
and  equipment  that  need  to  be  surveyed 
by  the  NRC  prior  to  license  termination 
are  now  required  to  be  listed.  One 
comment  from  a  large  research 
institution  noted  that  licensed  activities 
and  work  locations  changed  on  a 
frequent  basis,  and  over  time,  rooms 
were  renumbered  or  even  disappeared. 
Although  this  rule  only  requires  a  list  of 
previously  restricted  areas,  it  is  prudent 
for  all  licensees  to  retain  records  of 
general  historical  information  to  support 
decisions  by  the  licensee  and  the 
Commission  on  what  decommissioning 
actions  are  necessary  to  release  a  facility 
for  unrestricted  use.  Detailed  records 
required  by  the  regulations  and  other 
general  information  is  often  needed  to 
determine  how  closely  various  areas 
must  be  surveyed  to  verify  that  they  are 
suitable  for  unrestricted  use.  This 
information  also  may  be  needed  to 
respond  to  allegations  that  certain 
decommissioning  actions  may  not  have 
been  adequate  to  protect  public  health 
and  safety.  'Therefore,  in  addition  to  the 
specific  records  required  by  this  rule,  all 
licensees  are  encouraged  to  maintain 
records  of  general  information  that  will 
allow  them  to  produce  an  accurate 
historical  account  of  all  licensed 
activities  conducted  during  the  life  of 
the  facility. 

As  a  practical  matter,  the  current 
regulations  do  not  provide  the  assurance 
that  all  areas  that  need  to  be  surveyed 
will  be  identified.  This  rule  provides 
that  assurance.  As  now  modified,  this 
rule  applies  to  those  areas  of  actual  or 
potential  contamination,  whether 
restricted  areas  or  areas  outside  of 
restricted  areas,  that  the  licensee  would 
be  ejected  to  identify. 

6.  Comment.  The  requirement  to  list, 
in  a  single  document,  is  redundant  and 
too  restrictive.  Listing  should  allow 
reference  to  other  records. 

Commenters  stated  that  licensees 
already  have  the  required  information 
under  existing  NRC  regulations  and 
license  conditions.  Although  not  in  a 
specific  listing,  the  information  can  be 
obtained  from  the  licensee*s  existing 
records.  Commenters  also  stated  that  the 
proposed  requirement  for  a  single 
document  is  too  restrictive  and  that  the 
current  NRC  decommissioning 
recordkeeping  requirement  (e.g.,  10  CFR 
70.25(g))  already  requires  licensees  to 
keep  decommissioning  records  “in  an 
identified  location.**  Certain  documents 
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kept  by  the  licensee  at  various  locations 
for  decommissioning  purposes  (e.g.,  as- 
built  drawings  submitted  with  original 
license  application,  results  of  wipe  tests, 
etc.)  need  not  be  duplicated  by  the 
licensee  at  the  central  location  but  only 
referenced  to  their  locations  from  a 
central  location.  These  commenters 
further  stated  that  to  require  that  records 
be  maintained  in  a  single  document  will 
impose  an  unnecessary  burden  on 
licensees  who  must  create  a  new 
document  containing  information  found 
in  other  documents. 

Response.  Although  the  required 
information  may  be  redundant  because 
the  information  contained  in  the  “single 
document”  may  exist  in  other  licensee 
records,  this  information  may  not  be  in 
a  form  either  readily  available  for 
inspection,  or  more  important,  to 
facilitate  a  confirmatory  survey  prior  to 
license  termination.  In  addition, 
information  needed  in  the  “single 
document”  can  be  lost  over  a  period  of 
time  because  there  is  consequently  no 
specific  requirement  for  the  licensee  to 
create  or  maintain  such  a  record  until 
the  end  of  the  license.  This  was  one  of 
the  points  made  at  the  hearing  before 
the  Energy  and  Environment 
Subcommittee  of  the  House  Committee 
on  Interior  and  Insular  Affairs,  chaired 
by  Congressman  Mike  Synar  of 
Oklahoma  (held  on  August  3. 1989). 
Thus,  to  assure  that  the  needed 
information  both  exists  and  is  available, 
the  NRC  is  requiring  the  subject  list  and 
that  it  be  a  single  document.  Guidance 
explicitly  specifying  the  level  of  detail 
expected  in  the  list  is  being  developed 
and  included  in  a  Regulatory  Guide  on 
material  facilities  decommissioning 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

7.  Comment.  The  proposed  10  CFR 
30.35(g)(3)(i)  which  requires  a  listing  of 
“all  onsite  areas  designated  or  formerly 
designated  as  restricted  areas”  should 
include  an  indication  of  the  type  of 
material  used  in  each  of  these  areas. 

Response.  The  Commission  does  not 
believe  that  it  is  necessary  to  include 
this  information  in  the  list  required  by 
this  rule.  The  documentation 
requirements  currently  contained  at  10 
CP'R  30.35(g)(1)  and  corresponding 
sections  under  10  CFR  parts  40,  70,  and 
72.  already  require  the  information  for 
situations  the  NRC  considers 
appropriate,  including  spills  and 
unusual  occurrences. 

8.  Comment.  The  proposed 
requirement  under  10  CFR 
30.35(g)(3)(ii)  is  inconsistent  because 
licensees  are  required  to  list  all  onsite 
areas,  other  than  restricted  areas,  for 
radioactive  materials  in  quantities 
greater  than  a  certain  threshold  amount 
(i.e.,  new  par*  20  appendix  C  values). 


yet  this  same  amount  for  certain 
materials  (e.g.,  1-125)  can  be  exempt 
under  10  CFR  30.71,  Schedule  B. 
Therefore,  to  reduce  the  size  of  the 
“single  document”  and  to  be  consistent 
with  current  requirements,  it  was 
proposed  that  the  threshold  amount  be 
increased  10  (or  100)  times. 

Response.  Upon  consideration  of  this 
comment,  the  NRC  has  concluded  that 
only  areas  outside  of  the  licensee’s 
restricted  areas  that  actually  have  been 
contaminated  by  these  materials  in  a 
way  that  affects  decommissioning  need 
be  listed.  Any  areas  contaminated  above 
the  NRC  unrestricted  area  release 
criteria  outside  of  the  licensee’s 
restricted  areas  and  covered  under  10 
CFR  30.35(g)(1)  and  corresponding 
sections  of  10  CFR  parts  40,  70,  and  72 
would  require  inclusion  in  the  list  as 
discussed  earlier  under  Comment  5. 

The  NRC  notes  that  the  small 
quantities  of  material  listed  in  10  CFR 
30.71,  Schedule  B,  can  only  be 
distributed  for  certain  uses  by  a  licensee 
holding  a  distribution  license  pursuant 
to  10  CFR  32.18.  Persons  possessing 
such  material  are  exempt  from  the 
regulations  pursuant  to  10  CFR  30.18. 
Distribution  licenses  under  10  CFR 
32.18  authorize  distribution  of  exempt 
materials  in  approved  chemical/ 
physical  forms  for  specified  purposes 
only.  Manufacturers  of  byproduct 
materials  are  strictly  prohibited  under 
10  CFR  30.18,  from  distributing 
radioactive  materials  to  the  general 
public,  no  matter  how  small  the 
quantity,  without  the  NRC  approving 
the  intended  application  of  the  material 
on  a  case-by-case  basis. 

9.  Comment.  The  proposed 
requirements  under  10  CFR 
30.35(g)(3)(iii)  are  inconsistent  with 
other  regulatory  requirements  because 
licensees  would  be  required  to  keep 
records  of  all  incidents  requiring  reports 
as  specified  in  10  CFR  30.50(b)  (l)  or 
(4),  and  yet  under  current  10  CFR 
30.35(g)(1).  records  of  spills  or  other 
unusual  occurrences  in  restricted  areas 
may  be  “limited  to  instances  when 
contamination  remains  after  any 
cleanup  procedures  •  * 

Response.  The  NRC  agrees  that  there 
was  an  inconsistency  between  the 
proposed  requirements  and  current 
regulations  under  10  CFR  30.35(g)(1). 
The  intent  of  the  proposed 
§§  30.35(g)(3)(iii)  was  to  ensure  that  at 
the  time  of  actual  decommissioning,  all 
areas  (i.e.,  restricted  areas  as  well  as 
unrestricted  areas)  that  may  still  have 
contamination  resulting  from  spills  or 
other  unusual  occurrences  are 
identified.  The  NRC  agrees  with  the 
com  men  ter  that  the  current  requirement 
under  10  CFR  30.35(g)(1)  is  sufficient  to 


handle  this  concern  because  it  covers  all 
onsite  areas.  Therefore,  proposed 
§§  30.35(g)(3)(iii)  has  bmn  deleted  from 
the  final  rule,  as  have  proposed 
§§40.36(f)(3)(iii)  and  70.25(g)(3)(iii). 

10.  Comment.  Listing  of  buried  waste 
should  include  offsite  as  well  as  onsite 
specification  if  such  waste  has  not  been 
disposed  of  in  a  licensed  disposal 
facility. 

Response.  The  Commission  agrees 
with  this  comment.  However,  10  CFR 
20.2108,  “Records  of  Waste  Disposal.” 
already  requires  that  these  records  be 
kept  “until  the  Commission  terminates 
each  pertinent  license  requiring  the 
record.”  Therefore,  the  proposed 
requirement  to  list  “all  known  locations 
and  radionuclide  contents  of  previous 
and  current  burial  areas  within  the  site” 
is  modified  in  the  final  rule  to  list  all 
areas  outside  of  restricted  areas  where 
current  and  previous  wastes  have  been 
buried  as  documented  under  10  CFR 
20.2108,  since  the  purpose  of  this  rule 
is  to  consolidate  all  necessary 
information  in  one  list. 

However,  the  Commission  is 
concerned  that  there  may  be  areas 
outside  of  the  licensee’s  restricted  area 
containing  radioactive  materials  which 
have  radioactive  concentrations  greater 
than  levels  authorized  by  the 
Commission  for  unrestricted  release, 
which  are  not  considered  to  be  spills  or 
unusual  occurrences,  and  which  are 
currently  not  documented  under  10  CFR 
20.2108  because  the  licensee  either  does 
not  consider  these  materials  currently  to 
be  waste,  or  plans  to  dispose  of  these 
materials  before  the  license  is 
terminated.  The  Commission  is 
concerned  that  these  areas,  if  forgotten 
at  the  time  of  license  termination,  may 
become  de  facto  areas  of  onsite  disposal 
of  radioactive  waste.  Onsite  disposal 
would  have  to  be  authorized  by  the  NRC 
per  licensee  application  under  10  CFR 
20.2002,  subpart  K  and  documented. 
Therefore,  to  clarify  the  original  intent 
of  this  proposed  requirement, 
§§30.35(g)(3)(iii).  40.36(f)(3)(iii).  and 
70.25(g)(3)(iii)  of  the  proposed  rule  have 
been  changed  to  include  in  the  list: 

“All  areas  outside  of  restricted  areas 
which  contain  material  so  that,  if  the 
license  expired  the  licensee  would  be 
required  to  either  decontaminate  the 
area  to  unrestricted  release  levels  or 
apply  for  approval  for  disposal  under  10 
CFR  20.302  or  20.2002.” 

See  the  response  to  Comment  5  for 
NRC  case  specific  guidance  concerning 
residual  radioactivity  limits  for  site 
cleanup.  The  NRC  does  not  believe  that 
similar  requirements  are  necessary  for 

{>art  72  licensees,  because  these 
icensees  are  not  likely  to  have  conduct 
of  operations  which  would  result  in 
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contaminated  areas  arising  from 
situations  other  than  unusual 
occurrences  or  spills,  which  are  already 
covered. 

11.  Comment  Proposed  requirements 
imder  10  CFR  part  72  should  allow 
independent  spent  fuel  storage  facilities 
that  had  previously  held  a  part  50 
license  to  use  their  part  50  records  (i.e., 
50.75(g))  to  satisfy  me  listing 
requirements. 

response.  Current  part  50  licensees 
will  have  to  apply  to  the  NRC  for  a 
separate  license  if  they  wish  to  establish 
an  independent  spent  fuel  storage 
installation  (ISFSI)  imder  10  CFR  part 
72.  Whether  the  p^  72  licensee  was 
formerly  a  part  50  licensee  is  immaterial 
to  the  NRC  in  determining  whether  the 
applicant  should  get  a  part  72  license. 
Tlie  recordkeeping  requirement  for  a 
part  72  license  (72.18(d))  is  similar  to 
that  for  a  part  50  license  (50.75(g)); 
nevertheless,  for  the  reasons  explained 
in  response  to  Commmit  6,  this  does  not 
,  allow  for  an  exemption  frem  the 
provisions  of  the  listing  requirement. 
Therefore,  r^ardless  of  whether  the  part 
72  licensees  is  also  a  holder  of  a  part  50 
license,  the  part  72  licensee  shoiUd  still 
provide  the  required  listing. 

12.  Comment  A  discussion  needs  to 
be  included  about  the  degree  of 
compatibility  this  rule  will  require  with 
respect  to  the  Agreement  States. 

Aesponse.  The  NRC  agrees.  In  this 
case,  the  Commission  believes  that  there 
is  no  reason  for  strict  cmnpatibility,  and 
that  while  the  Agreement  States  should 
have  requirements  similar  to  those  being 
adopted  in  this  final  rule,  they  should 
be  permitted  flexibility  to  apply  more 
stringent  requirements  if  the  States 
deem  them  appropriate.  Therefore,  the 
Commission  proposed  a  Division  2 
matter  of  compatilnlity  and  provided 
the  Agreement  States  an  opportunity  to 
comment  The  Agreement  States 
generally  agreed  that  such  a  level  of 
compatibility  was  reasonable. 

Summary  of  Final  Rule  Provisions 

A.  The  final  rule  contains  new 
requiremmits  applicable  to  the  licensed 
possession  and  use  of  source, 
byproduct,  and  special  nuclear 
materials,  and  independent  stmage  of 
spent  nuclear  fuel  and  high-level 
radioactive  waste  during  ongoing 
facility  operations. 

Sections  30.35(gX3).  40.36(f)(3},  and 
70.25(gX3).  Except  for  areas  containing 
only  sealed  sources  (provided  the 
sources  have  not  leaked  or  no 
contamination  remains  after  cleanup  of 
any  leak)  or  byproduct  materials  having 
only  half-lives  of  less  than  65  days,  or 
depleted  uranium  used  only  fix¬ 
shielding  or  as  penetrators  in  unused 


munitions,  licensees  will  be  required  to 
establish  and  maintain  a  list,  contained 
in  a  single  document.  This  list  must  be 
updated  every  2  years,  and  include  the 
following: 

(i)  All  areas  designated  and  formerly 
designated  as  restricted  areas  as  defined 
under  10  CFR  20.3(a)(14)  or  20.1003; 

(ii)  All  areas  outside  of  restricted 
areas  that  require  documentation  under 
§  30.35(g)(1)  [or  40.36(f)(1)  or  70.25 
(g)(i).l; 

(iii)  All  areas  outside  of  restricted 
areas  where  current  and  previous  wastes 
have  been  buried  as  documented  under 
10  CFR  20.2108;  and 

(iv)  All  areas  outside  of  restricted 
areas  which  contain  material  that,  if  the 
license  expired,  the  licensee  would  be 
required  to  either  decontaminate  the 
area  to  unrestricted  release  levels  or 
apply  for  approval  for  disposal  under  10 
CFR  20.302  or  20.2002. 

Section  72.30(d):  A  list  contained  in  a 
single  document.  The  list  must  be 
updated  every  2  years  and  include  the 
following: 

(i)  All  areas  designated  and  formerly 
designated  as  restricted  areas  as  defined 
under  10  CFR  20.3(a)(14)  or  20.1003; 

(ii)  All  areas  outside  of  restricted 
areas  that  require  documentation  under 
§  72.30(d)(1). 

B.  For  those  licensees  who  are 
required  to  submit  a  decommissioning 
plan,  new  requirements  are  applicable 
at  the  plan  submittal  and  license 
termination  stage. 

Sections  30.36(cX2Xiii)(D), 
40.42(c)(2Xn)(D),  70.38(cX2Xiii)(D},  and 
72.54(bX4).  The  information  required  in 
section  A  (the  list  of  areas)  above  and 
any  other  information  not  required  by 
section  A  that  is  considered  necessary  to 
support  the  adequacy  of  the 
decommissioning  plan  for  approval. 

Sections  30.3^cX3),  40.4^c)(3), 
70.38(cX3).and72.56(eX2).‘**  *  •  and 
shall  include  a  list  containing  the 
location  and  description  of  all 
equipment  to  remain  onsite  after  license 
termination  that  was  contaminated 
when  final  decommissioning  was 
initiated.” 

Envimnmental  Impact— Categorical 
Exclusion 

The  NRC  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  the  type  of  action 
described  in  categorical  exclusion  10 
CFR  51.22(c)(3)  (ii)  and  (iii).  Therefore, 
neither  an  environmental  impact 
statement  nor  an  environmental 
assessment  has  been  prepared  for  this 
regulation. 

Paperwork  Beduction  Act  Statement 

This  final  rule  amends  information 
collection  requirements  that  are  8ub)ect 


to  the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980 
(44  U.S.C  3501  et  seq.).  These 
requirements  were  approved  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
approval  numlMrs  3150-0017,  3150- 
0020,  3150-0009,  and  3150-0132. 

Public  reporting  burden  for  this 
collection  of  information  is  estimated  to 
average  5  hours  per  licensee  response, 
including  the  time  required  reviewing 
instructions,  searching  existing  data 
sources,  gathering  and  maintaining  the 
data  needed  and  reviewing  the 
collection  of  information.  Send 
comments  regarding  this  burden 
estimate  or  any  other  aspect  of  this 
collection  of  information,  including 
suggestions  for  reducing  this  burden,  to 
the  Information  and  Rerords 
Management  Branch  (MN6B-7714), 

U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20555;  and  to  the  Desk 
Officer,  Office  of  Information  ^d 
Regulatory  Affairs,  NEOB-3019.  (3150- 
0017, 3150-0020,  3150-0009,  and  3150- 
0132),  Office  of  Management  and 
Bud^,  Washington,  DC  20503. 

Regulatory  Analysis 

The  Commission  has  prepared  a  final 
regulatory  analysis  for  this  final 
regulatitm.  The  anal^s  examines  the 
costs  and  benefits  of  the  alternatives 
considered  by  the  Commission.  The 
Commission  requested  public  comments 
on  the  draft  regulatory  analysis,  but  no 
comments  uvere  received.  However, 
because  of  comments  on  the  proposed 
rule  amendments,  significant  chimges 
were  made  to  the  final  rule  amendments 
which  considerably  lessen  the  impact 
on  licensees.  Therefore,  the  draft 
regulatory  analysis  was  changed  to 
reflect  the  mcxlified  final  rule  and  its 
subsequent  reduced  re^latcxy  impact 
The  analysis  is  available  for  inspe^on 
in  the  NRC  Public  Dcxnunent  Room, 
2120  L  Street,  NW.  (Lower  Level), 
Washington.  DC. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Certification 

As  required  by  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  of  1980, 5  U.S.C.  605(b), 
the  Commission  certifies  that  this  rule, 
if  adopted,  will  not  have  a  significant 
impact  upon  a  substantial  number  of 
small  entities.  The  final  rule,  contrary  to 
the  proposed  rule,  will  only  affect  a 
small  number  of  small  entities  because 
licensees  will  not  be  required  to  list 
either  sealed  sources  that  do  not  leak  cx 
unsealed  licensed  materials  edth  half- 
lives  of  less  than  65  days.  Even  for 
affected  small  entity  licensees,  the 
added  requirements  would  require  cmly 
a  small  e^rt  not  excaeding 
approximately  5  hours  to  compile  the 
inronnaticm  and  create  the  recjffired  list 
which  essentially  documents 
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information  the  licensee  already  has  or 
will  have.  In  fact,  licensee  costs  may  be 
reduced  to  the  extent  that  these 
requirements  allow  the  license  to  be 
terminated  more  expeditiously. 

Backfit  Analysis 

The  NRC  has  determined  that  the 
backfit  rule,  10  CFR  50.109,  does  not 
apply  to  this  rule,  because  these 
amendments  do  not  involve  any 
provisions  which  would  impose  backfits 
as  defined  in  10  CFR  50.100(a)(1),  and 
therefore,  that  a  backfit  analysis  is  not 
required. 

List  of  Subjects 
10  CFR  Part  30 

Byproduct  material.  Criminal  penalty. 
Government  contracts. 

Intergovernmental  relations.  Isotopes, 
Nuclear  materials.  Radiation  protection. 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

10  CFR  Part  40 

Criminal  penalty.  Government 
contracts.  Hazardous  material — 
transportation.  Nuclear  materials. 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements.  Source  material,  and 
Uranium. 

10  CFR  Part  70 

Criminal  penalty.  Hazardous 
materials — ^transportation.  Material 
control  and  accounting.  Nuclear 
materials.  Packaging  and  containers, 
Radiation  prote<^on.  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements,  ^entific 
equipment.  Security  measures.  Special 
nuclear  material. 

10  CFR  Part  72 

Manpower  training  program.  Nuclear 
materials.  Occupational  safety  and 
health.  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements.  Security  measures.  Spent 
fuel. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble  and  under  the  authority  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
the  &ierOT  Reorganization  Act  of  1974, 
as  amended,  and  5  U.S.C.  552  and  553, 
the  NRC  is  adopting  the  following 
amendments  to  10  CFR  parts  30, 40, 70, 
and  72. 

PART  30— RULES  OF  GENERAL 
APPUCABILITY  TO  DOMESTIC 
UCENSING  OF  BYPRODUCT 
MATERIAL 

1.  Tlie  authority  citation  for  part  30 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Audwrity:  Secs.  81. 82, 161, 182, 183, 186, 
68  Stat.  835, 948, 953, 954, 955,  as  amended, 
sec.  234, 83  Stat  444,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C 
2111, 2112,  2201, 2232, 2233, 2236,  2282); 


secs.  201,  as  amended,  202, 206, 88  Stat. 

1242,  as  amended.  1244, 1246,  (42  U.S.C 
5841,  5842,  5846). 

Section  30.7  also  issued  under  Pub.  L.  95- 
601,  sec.  10. 92  Stat  2951  (42  U.S.C  5851). 
Section  30.34(b)  also  issued  under  sec.  184, 

68  Stat.  954,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  2234). 
Section  30.61  also  issued  under  sec.  187, 68 
Stat  955  (42  U.S.C.  2237). 

2.  Section  30.8  is  amended  by  revising 
paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

|30.8  kifonnatlon  eollaction 
raquiramanta:  0MB  approval. 
***** 

(b)  The  approved  information 
collection  requirements  contained  in 
this  part  app^  in  §§  30.9, 30.11, 30.15, 
30.19,  30.20,  30.32,  30.34,  30.35, 30.36, 
30.37,  30.38,  30.41,  30.50,  30.51,  30.55, 
and  Appendix  A. 

***** 

3.  Section  30.35  is  amended  by 
redesignating  paragraph  (g)(3)  as 
paragraph  (g)(4)  and  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (g)(3)  to  read  as  follows: 

§30.35  Finmeial  aaauranoa and 
racordkaaping  for  dacommiasioning. 
***** 

(g)*  *  * 

(3)  Except  for  areas  containing  only 
seded  sources  (provided  the  sources 
have  not  leaked  or  no  contamination 
remains  after  any  leak)  or  b^roduct 
materials  having  only  half-lives  of  less 
than  65  days,  a  list  contained  in  a  single 
document  and  updated  every  2  years,  of 
the  following: 

(1)  All  areas  designated  and  formerly 
designated  as  restricted  areas  as  defined 
under  10  CFR  20.3(a)(14)  or  20.1003; 

(ii)  All  areas  outside  of  restricted 
areas  that  require  documentation  under 
§  30.35(g)(1). 

(iii)  All  areas  outside  of  restricted 
areas  where  current  and  previous  wastes 
have  been  buried  as  documented  under 
10  CFR  20.2108;  and 

(iv)  All  areas  outside  of  restricted 
areas  which  contain  material  such  that, 
if  the  license  expired,  the  licensee 
would  be  reqiiired  to  either 
decontaminate  the  area  to  unrestricted 
release  levels  or  apply  for  approval  for 
disposal  under  10  CFR  20.302  or 
20.2002. 

***** 

4.  Section  30.36  is  amended  by 
redesignating  paragraph  (c)(2)(iii)(D)  as 
(c)(2)(iii)(E),  adding  a  new  paragraph 
(c)(2)(iii)(D),  and  revising  paragrapn 
(c)(3)  to  read  as  follows: 

§30.36  Expiration  and  tarmlnatton  of 
licanaaa. 

***** 

(c)*  *  • 

(2)  *  *  • 


(iii)*  *  * 

(D)  The  information  required  in 
§  30.35(g)(3)  and  any  other  information 
reqtiired  by  §  30.35(^  that  is  considered 
necessary  to  support  the  adequacy  of  the 
decommissioning  plan  foy  approi^; 
***** 

(3)  Upon  approval  of  the 
decommissioning  plan  by  the 
Commission,  the  licensee  shall 
complete  decommissioning  in 
accordance  with  the  approved  plan.  As 
a  final  step  in  decommissioning,  the 
licensee  shall  again  submit  the 
information  required  in  paragraph 
(c)(l)(v)  of  this  section,  ^all  c^fy  the 
disposition  of  accumulated  wastes  from 
decommissioning,  and  shall  include  a 
list  containing  the  location  and 
description  of  all  equipment  to  remain 
onsite  after  license  termination  that  was 
contaminated  when  final 
decommissioning  was  initiated. 
***** 

PART  46-DOME8TIC  LICENSING  OF 
SOURCE  MATERIAL 

5.  The  authority  citation  for  part  40 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  62, 63. 64, 65, 81. 161, 

182, 183, 186, 68  Stat  932, 933, 935, 948, 

953, 954, 955,  as  amended,  secs.  11e(2),  83. 
84.  Pub.  L.  95-604.  92  Stat  3033,  as 
amended,  3039,  sec.  234, 83,  Stat  444,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C  2014(eK2).  2092. 2093, 
2094,  2095,  2111,  2113,  2114,  2201, 2232. 
2233,  2236,  2282);  secs.  274,  Pub.  L  66-373, 
73  Stat  688  (42  U.S.C  2021);  sees.  201,  as 
amended,  202, 206, 88  Stat  1242,  as 
amended,  1244, 1246  (42  U.S.C  5841, 5842, 
5846);  sec.  275, 92  Stat  3021,  as  amended  by 
Pub.  L  97-615, 96  Stat  2067  (42  U.S.C 
2022). 

Section  40.7  also  issued  Pub.  L  95-601, 
sec.  10.  92  Stat.  2951  (42  U.S.C  5851). 

Section  40.31(g)  also  issued  under  sec  122. 

68  Stat  939  (42  U.S.C  2152).  Section  40.46 
also  issued  under  sec  184, 68  Stat  954,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C  2234).  Section  40.71  also 
issued  under  sec.  187, 68  Stat  955  (42  U.S.C 
2237). 

6.  Section  40.8  is  amended  by  revising 
paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

§4(L8  Inf ormatlon  eollaotion 
requirements:  0MB  approval. 
***** 

(b)  The  approved  information 
collection  requirements  contained  in 
this  part  appear  in  §§  40.25, 40.26, 
40.31, 40.35, 40.36, 40.42, 40.43, 4a44. 
40.60, 40.61,  40.64, 40.65,  and 
Appendix  A. 

***** 

7.  Section  40.36  is  amended  by 
redesignating  paragraph  |i'}(3)  as 
paragraph  (f)(4)  and  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (0(3)  to  read  as  rollows: 
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f  40.36  Hnanclal  assurance  and 
racordkaaping  for  daconwniaaioning. 
***** 

(0*  *  • 

(3)  Except  for  areas  containing 
depleted  uranium  used  only  for 
shielding  or  as  penetrators  in  unused 
munitions,  a  list  contained  in  a  single 
document  and  updated  every  2  years,  of 
the  following: 

(1)  All  areas  designated  and  formerly 
designated  as  restricted  areas  as  defined 
under  10  CFR  20.3(a)(14)  or  20.1003; 

(ii)  All  areas  outside  of  restricted 
areas  that  require  docmnentation  under 
§  40.36(f)(1): 

(iii)  All  areas  outside  of  restricted 
areas  where  current  and  previous  wastes 
have  been  biiried  as  documented  under 
10  CFR  20.2108;  and 

(iv)  All  areas  outside  of  restricted 
areas  which  contain  material  so  that,  if 
the  license  expired,  the  licensee  would 
be  required  to  either  decontaminate  the 
area  to  unrestricted  release  levels  or 
apply  for  approval  for  disposal  under  10 
CFR  Part  20.302  or  20.2002. 
***** 

8.  Section  40.42  is  amended  by 
redesignating  paragraph  (c)(2)(iii)(D)  as 
paragraph  (c)(2)(iii)(E),  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (c)(2)(iii)(D).  and  revising 
paragraph  (c)(3)  to  read  as  follows: 

§40.42  Expiration  and  termination  of 
iicenaea. 

***** 

(c)  *  *  * 

(2)  *  *  * 

(iii)  *  *  * 

(D)  The  information  required  in 
§  40.36(f)(3)  and  any  other  information 
required  by  §  40.36(f)  that  is  considered 
necessary  to  support  the  adequacy  of  the 
decommissioning  plan  for  approval; 
***** 

(3)  Upon  approval  of  the 
decommissioning  plan  by  the 
Commission,  the  licensee  shall 
complete  decommissioning  in 
accordance  with  the  approved  plan.  As 
a  final  step  in  decommissioning,  the 
licensee  shall  again  submit  the 
information  required  in  paragraph 
(c)(l)(v)  of  this  section,  shall  certify  the 
disposition  of  accumulated  wastes  from 
decommissioning,  and  shall  include  a 
list  containing  the  location  and 
description  of  all  equipment  to  remain 
onsite  after  license  termination  that  was 
contaminated  when  final 
decommissioning  was  initiated. 
***** 

PART  70— DOMESTIC  UCENSING  OF 
SPECIAL  NUCLEAR  MATERIAL 

9.  The  authority  citation  for  part  70 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 


Authority:  Secs.  51,  53, 161, 182, 183, 68 
Stat.  929, 930, 948, 953, 954,  as  amended, 
sec.  234, 83  Stat.  444,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C 
2071,  2073,  2201,  2232,  2233,  2282);  secs. 

201,  as  amended,  202, 204,  206, 88  Stat. 

1242,  as  amended,  1244, 1245, 1246  (42 
U.S.Q  5841, 5842,  5845,  5846). 

Sections  70.1(c)  and  70.20(a](b)  also  issued 
under  secs.  135, 141,  Pub.  L.  97-425,  96  Stat 
2232,  2241  (42  U.S.C.10155, 10161).  Section 
70.7  also  issued  under  Pub.  L.  95-601,  sec. 

10, 92  Stat  2951  (42  U.S.C  2152).  Section 
70.21(g)  also  issued  under  sec.  122, 68  Stat 
939  (42  U.S.C  2152).  Section  70.31  also 
issu^  under  sec.  57d,  Pub.  L  93-377,  88 
Stat.  475  (42  U.S.C  2077).  Sections  70.36  and 
70.44  also  issued  under  sec.  184, 68  Stat  954, 
as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  2234).  Section  70.61 
also  issued  under  secs.  186, 187, 68  Stat.  955 
(42  U.S.C.  2236,  2237).  Section  70.62  also 
issued  under  sec.  108, 68  Stat.  939,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  2138). 

10.  Section  70.8  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

§70.8  information  collection 
requirements:  0MB  approval. 
***** 

(b)  The  approved  information 
collection  requirements  contained  in 
this  part  appear  in  §§  70.19,  70.20a, 
70.20b,  70.21,  70.22,  70.24,  70.25,  70.32, 
70.33,  70.34,  70.38,  70.39,  70.42,  70.50, 
70.51,  70.52,  70.53,  70.57,  70.58,  70.59, 
and  70.60. 

***** 

11.  Section  70.25  is  amended  by 
redesignating  paragraph  (g)(3)  as 
paragraph  (g)(4)  and  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (g)(3)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  70.25  Financial  aaaurance  and 
recordkeeping  for  decommiasioning. 
***** 

(g)  *  *  * 

(3)  Except  for  areas  containing  only 
sealed  sources  (provided  the  sources 
have  not  leaked  or  no  contamination 
remains  after  cleanup  of  any  leak),  a  list 
contained  in  a  single  document  and 
updated  every  2  years,  of  the  following: 

(i)  All  areas  designated  and  formerly 
designated  as  restricted  areas  as  defined 
under  10  CFR  20.3(a)(14)  or  20.1003; 

(ii)  All  areas  outside  of  restricted 
areas  that  require  documentation  under 
§  70.25(b)(1): 

(iii)  All  areas  outside  of  restricted 
areas  where  current  and  previous  wastes 
have  been  buried  as  documented  under 
10  CFR  20.2108;  and 

(iv)  All  areas  outside  of  restricted 
areas  which  contain  material  so  that,  if 
the  license  expired,  the  licensee  would 
be  required  to  either  decontaminate  the 
area  to  unrestricted  release  levels  or 
apply  for  approval  for  disposal  under  10 
CFR  part  20.302  or  20.2002. 
***** 

12.  Section  70.38  is  amended  by 
redesignating  paragraphs  (c)(2)(iii)(D) 


and  (c)(2)(iii)(E)  as  paragraphs 
(c)(2)(iii)(E)  and  (F),  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (c)(2)(iii)(D),  and  revising 
paragraph  (c)(3)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  70.38  Expiration  and  termination  of 
Iicenaea. 

***** 

(c)  *  *  • 

(2)  •  *  * 

(iii)  *  *  * 

(D)  The  information  required  in 
§  70.25(g)(3)  and  any  other  information 
required  by  §  70.25(^  that  is  considered 
necessary  to  support  the  adequacy  of  the 
decommissioning  plan  for  approval; 
***** 

(3)  Upon  approval  of  the 
decommissioning  plan  by  the 
Commission,  the  licensee  shall 
complete  decommissioning  in 
accordance  with  the  approved  plan.  As 
a  final  step  in  decommissioning,  the 
licensee  shall  again  submit  the 
information  required  in  paragraph 
(c)(l)(v)  of  this  section,  shall  certify  the 
disposition  of  accumulated  wastes  fi'om 
decommissioning,  and  shall  include  a 
list  containing  the  location  and 
description  of  all  equipment  to  remain 
onsite  after  license  termination  that  was 
contaminated  when  final 
decommissioning  was  initiated. 
***** 


PART  72— UCENSING 
REQUIREMENTS  FOR  THE 
INDEPENDENT  STORAGE  OF  SPENT 
NUCLEAR  FUEL  AND  HIGH-LEVEL 
RADIOACTIVE  WASTE 

13.  The  authority  citation  for  Part  72 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Aothority:  Secs.  51, 53, 57, 62, 63, 65, 69, 
81, 161, 182, 183, 184, 186, 187, 189, 68  Stat. 
929,  930,  932, 933, 934, 935, 948, 953, 954, 
955,  as  amended,  sec.  234, 83  Stat  444,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  2071,  2073,  2077, 2092, 
2093,  2095,  2099,  2111,  2201,  2232,  2233, 
2234,  2236,  2237,  2238,  2282);  sec  274  Pub. 
L.  86-373,  73  Stat  688,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C  2021);  sec.  201,  as  amended,  202, 206, 
88  Stat.  1242,  as  amended,  1244, 1246  (42 
U.S.Q  5841,  5842,  5846);  Pub.  L  95-601,  sec 
10,  92  Stat  2951  (42  U.S.C  5851);  sec  102 
Pub.  L  91-190,  83  Stat.  853  (42  U.S.C  4332). 
Secs.  131, 132, 133, 135, 137, 141,  Pub.  L 
97-425,  96  Stat  2229,  2230,  2232,  2241,  sec 
148,  Pub.  L  100-203, 101  Stat  1330-235  (42 
U.S.C  10151, 10152, 10153, 10155, 10157, 
10161, 10168). 

Section  72.44(g]  also  issued  under  secs. 
142(b)  and  148(c),  (d).  Pub.  L.  100-203, 101 
Stat  1330-232, 1330-236  (42  U.S.C 
10162(b),  10168(c),  (d)).  S^on  72.46  also 
issued  under  sec.  189, 68  Stat.  955  (42  U.S.C 
2239);  sec.  134,  Pub.  L.  97-425,  96  Stat  2230 
(42  U.S.C.  10154).  Section  72.96(d)  also 
issued  under  sec.  145(g),  Pub.  L.  100-203, 
101  Stat.  1330-235  (42  U.S.C  10165(g)). 
Subpart )  also  issued  under  secs.  2(2),  2(15), 
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2(19),  117(a),  141(h),  Pub.  L.  97-425,  96  Stat 
2202,  2203,  2204,  2222,  2244,  (42  U.S.C 
10101, 10137(a),  10161(h).  Subparts  K  and  L 
are  also  issued  under  sec.  133, 98  Stat.  2230 
(42  U.S.C  10153)  and  218(a)  98  Stat.  2252 
(42  U.S.C.  10198). 

14.  Section  72.30  is  amended  by 
revising  the  section  heading, 
redesignating  paragraph  (d)(3)  as 
paragraph  (d)(4)  and  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (d)(3)  to  read  as  follows; 

{72.30  Hnancial  auuranca  and 
recordkeeping  for  decommiaeloning. 
***** 

(d) *  *  * 

(3)  A  list  contained  in  a  single 
document  and  updated  no  less  than 
every  2  years  of  the  following: 

(1)  All  areas  designated  and  formerly 
designated  as  restricted  areas  as  defined 
under  10  CFR  20.3(a)(14)  or  20.1003; 
and 

(ii)  All  areas  outside  of  restricted 
areas  that  require  documentation  under 
§  72.30(d)(1). 

***** 

15.  Section  72.54  is  amended  by 
redesignating  paragraph  (b)(4)  as 
paragraph  (b)(6),  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (b)(4)  and  revising  paragraph 
(e)(2)  to  read  as  follows: 

§72.54  Application  for  termination  of 
llcansa. 

***** 

(b)*  *  * 

(4)  The  information  required  in 

§  72.30(d)(3)  and  any  other  information 
required  by  §  72.30(d)  that  is  considered 
necessary  to  support  the  adequacy  of  the 
decommissioning  plan  for  approval; 
***** 

(e)  *  *  * 

(2)  The  terminal  radiation  survey  and 
associated  documentation  demonstrates 
that  the  ISFSI  and  site  are  suitable  for 
release  for  imrestricted  use  and  the 
licensee  include  a  list  containing  the 
location  and  description  of  all 
equipment  to  remain  onsite  after  license 
termination  that  was  contaminated 
when  final  decommissioning  was 
initiated. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland,  this  12th  day 
of  ]uly  1993. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 
James  M.  Taylor, 

Executive  Director  for  Operations. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
10  CFR  Part  810 

Assistance  to  Foreign  Atomic  Energy 
Activities 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Arms  Control  and 
Nonproliferation,  Department  of  Energy. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Depeirtment  of  Energy 
(DOE)  is  amending  its  regulations 
concerning  unclassified  assistance  to 
foreign  atomic  energy  activities.  These 
amendments  will:  l^tablish  a  general 
authorization  for  assistance  that  would 
enhance  the  operational  safety  of 
existing  civilian  nuclear  power  reactors 
in  the  list  of  countries;  add  a  definition 
of  “operational  safety”  as  this  concept 
relates  to  existing  civilian  nuclear 
power  plants;  update  the  list  of 
countries  requiring  specific 
authorization  for  assistance  in  the 
production  of  special  nuclear  material 
by  deleting  certain  countries  and  adding 
others;  require  specific  authorization  for 
assistance  relating  to  certain  research 
and  test  reactors;  require  that  any 
materials,  equipment,  or  technology 
transferred  under  certain  general 
authorizations  not  be  retransferred  to  .a 
country  without  prior  U.S.  Government 
consent;  and  make  certain  technical 
changes,  such  as  updating  addressees  to 
whom  reports  and  requests  under  these 
regulations  should  be  submitted. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  These  amendments  are 
effective  on  July  26, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Mr. 
Zander  Hollander,  Export  Control 
Specialist,  Export  Control  Operations 
Division,  Office  of  Export  Control  and 
International  Safeguards,  IS-40,  U.S. 
Department  of  Energy,  1000 
Independence  Ave.  SE,  Washington,  DC 
20585.  Telephone  (202)  586-2125. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

1.  Background 

10  CFR  part  810  implements  section 
57  b.  (2)  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  by  section  302  of  the 
Nuclear  Non-Proliferation  Act  of  1978 
(NNPA)  (42  U.S.C.  2077  (b)  (2)).  This 
section  requires  that  U.S.  persons  who 
engage  directly  or  indirectly  in  the 
production  of  special  nuclear  material 
outside  the  United  States  be  authorized 
to  do  so  by  the  Secretary  of  Energy. 
According  to  the  part  810  regulations, 
assistance  by  U.S.  persons  to  nuclear 
power  reactor-related  activities  outside 
the  United  States  is  generally  authorized 
for  countries  not  listed  in  §  810.8(a), 
which  sets  forth  the  circumstances  in 
which  specific  authorization  is  required. 
A  main  purpose  of  this  revision  is  to 


establish  a  new  general  authorization  for 
assistance  that  would  enhanc»  the 
operational  safety  of  existing  civilian 
nuclear  power  reactors  in  countries 
listed  in  §  810.8(a),  thus  eliminating  the 
need  for  specific  authorization  by  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  for  that  assistance. 

In  this  regard,  the  new  general 
authorization  can  be  viewed  as  building 
on  to  the  long-standing,  and  still 
retained,  authority  in  §  810.7(b),  which 
generally  authorizes  assistance  to 
prevent  or  correct  a  current  or  imminent 
radiological  emergency  posing  a 
significant  danger  to  public  health  and 
safety.  However,  unlike  for  other  general 
authorizations,  applicants  must  obtain 
the  written  permission  of  the 
Department  of  Energy  in  order  to  use  the 
new  general  authorization.  Accordingly, 
the  new  general  authorization  can  be 
viewed  as  a  hybrid  authorization  in  that 
it  will  not  be  automatic,  as  for  example 
a  general  authorization  imder  §  810.7(a), 
but  does  not  involve  the  time- 
consuming  process  required  for  specific 
authorizations.  DOE  will  review 
applications  to  confirm  that  proposed 
activities  meet  the  criteria  for  use  of  the 
authorization  and  are  consistent  with 
the  objectives  of  U.S.  national  security, 
national  disclosure,  and  nuclear 
nonproliferation  policy.  In  addition, 

DOE  will  provide  each  application 
received  to  the  Departments  of  State 
(DOS),  Commerce,  and  Defense,  the 
Arms  Control  and  Disarmament  Agency, 
and  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  along  with  notice  of  DOE’s 
proposal  to  allow  or  disallow  use  of  the 
new  general  authorization.  It  is 
anticipated  that  in  most  cases,  with  DOS 
concurrence,  permission  or  denial  will 
be  given  within  30  days.  If  it  appears 
that  review  is  required  beyond  Ae  30- 
day  period.  DOE  will  notify  the 
applicant  within  the  30-day  period  not 
to  proceed  until  DOE  informs  the  , 
applicant  otherwise. 

The  intent  of  the  new  general 
authorization  is  to: 

•  Expedite  safety-related  assistance  to 
civilian  nuclear  power  plants, 
particularly  in  the  former  Soviet  Union, 
and  support  the  U.S.  Government's 
efforts  to  improve  the  operational  safety 
of  nuclear  power  reactors  worldwide. 

•  Enable  U-S.  firms  to  compete  more 
effectively  against  foreign  competitors 
for  safety-related  nuclear  business. 

•  Eliminate  unnecessary  paperwork 
and  time-consuming  bureaucratic 
delays. 

Over  the  past  several  years,  DOE  has 
received  numerous  requests  hum  U.S. 
firms  to  provide  safety-related 
assistance  to  foreign  nuclear  power 
plants  and  has  granted  those  requests 
after  careful  executive  branch  review. 
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DOE  has  now  reached  the  conclusion 
that  for  this  type  of  assistance  a  more 
expedited  procedure  would  better  serve 
the  goal  of  enhancing  safety  while  not 
compromising  the  equally  important 
goal  of  strict  adherence  to  the 
nonproliferation  policy  of  the  United 
States. 

To  assist  applicants  in  determining 
whether  the  assistance  they  propose  to 
furnish  is  likely  to  qualify  for  the  "fast 
track”  treatment  afforded  by  the  new 
general  authorization,  a  definition  of 
"operational  safety"  has  been  added  to 
§810.3  "Definitions." 

The  authorization  also  may  apply  to 
"continuing  programs"  of  safety 
enhancement,  in  which  a  U.S.  supplier 
imdertakes  a  variety  of  informational 
and  assistance  activities  intended  to 
upgrade  and  maintain  safety  over  a  long 
period;  this  would  obviate  die  need  for 
specific  authorization  of  each  or  several 
of  the  activities  periodically. 

In  §  810.8(a),  me  list  of  countries 
requiring  specific  authorization  even  for 
nuclear  power-reactor  related  activities 
has  been  modified  to  reflect  the  vast 
changes  in  the  world  sinc^  the  list  was 
last  published  in  1986.  Deleted  fiom  the 
list  are  coimtries  that  no  longer  exist, 
some  countries  that  have  become  party 
to  the  Nuclear  Non-Proliferation  Treaty 
(NPT)  and  completed  full-scope 
safeguards  agreements  with  the 
International  Atomic  Energy  Agency 
(IAEA),  and  East  European  countries 
that  had  been  listed  solely  for  national 
security  reasons  that  vanished  with  the 
disintegration  of  the  Warsaw  Pact. 

Added  to  the  list  are  the  republics  of  the 
former  Soviet  Union.  Section  810.8  is 
also  amended  to  require  specific 
authorization  for  assistance  relating  to 
certain  research  or  test  reactors.  An 
additional  reporting  requirement  is 
added  to  §810.13. 

2!  Regulatory  Changes 

The  folloMTing  changes  are  made  to 
Part  810: 

A.  Section  810.3  Definitions.  A 
definition  of  "operational  safety”  is 
added. 

B.  Section  810.4  Communications.  A 
new  addressee  for  communications  is 
given. 

C  Section  810.5  Interpretations.  The 
title  of  the  office  providing  advice  is 
changed. 

D.  Section  810.7  Generally 
authorized  activities.  A  new  general 
authorization  for  assistance  that  would 
enhance  the  operational  safety  of 
existing  civilian  nuclear  power  reactors 
is  add^. 

E.  Section  810.8  Grant  of  specific 
authorization.  The  list  of  countries  in 
§  810.8(a)  is  revised,  with  some 


coimtries  deleted  and  others  added. 
Section  810.8  is  also  amended  by 
adding  requirements  for  specific 
authorization  for  assistance  relating  to 
research  and  test  reactors  greater  than  5 
Megawatts  Thermal  and  training  in 
related  activities. 

F.  Section  810.10  Grant  of  specific 
authorization.  The  addressee  for 
proposals  to  provide  assistance  is 
changed. 

G.  Section  810.13  Reports.  Reporting 
requirements  include  a  vendor 
assurance  that  the  vendor’s  agreement 
with  a  recipient  requires  the  vendor  to 
obtain  DOE  approval  before  consenting 
to  retransfer  materials,  equipment,  and 
technology  transferred  imder  certain 
general  authoria^tions  to  a  country 
listed  in  §  810.8.  Also,  the  addressee  for 
reports  is  changed. 

H.  Section  810.16  Effective  date  and 
savings  clause.  The  savings  clause  states 
that  the  revision  will  not  affect 
previously  granted  specific 
authorizations  or  generally  authorized 
activities  for  whic^  the  contracts, 
purchase  orders,  or  licensing 
arrangements  are  already  in  effect  on  the 
date  of  publication  of  the  final  rule; 
also,  that  persons  engaging  in  activities 
generally  authorized  under  the  present 
regulations  but  requiring  specific 
authorization  under  the  revision  must 
request  such  specific  authorization 
within  90  days  butmay  continue  their 
activities  until  DOE  acts  on  the  request; 
also,  that  specific  authorizations 
previously  granted  for  assistance  to  the 
Soviet  Union  remain  valid  for  the  newly 
independent  former  republics  of  the 
Soviet  Union. 

3.  Statutory  Requirements 

Pursuant  to  section  57  b.  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act,  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  Department  of  State 
and  after  consultations  with  the 
Departments  of  Defense  and  Commerce, 
the  Arms  Control  and  Disarmament 
Agency,  and  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  the  Secretary  of  Energy 
has  determined  that  to  authorize  this 
revision  of  10  CFR  part  810  will  not  be 
inimical  to  the  interests  of  the  United 
States. 

4.  Procedural  Matters 

A.  Regulatory  Review 

Pursuant  to  the  January  22. 1993, 
memorandum  on  the  subject  of 
regulatory  review  from  the  Director  of 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(58  FR  6074,  January  25, 1993),  DOE 
submitted  this  notice  to  the  Director  for 
appropriate  review.  The  Director  has 
completed  his  review.  Separately,  DOE 
has  determined  that  there  is  no  need  for 


a  regulatory  impact  analysis  because  the 
rule  is  not  a  major  rule  as  that  term  is 
defined  in  section  1(b)  of  Executive 
Order  12291." 

B.  Review  under  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act 

The  rule  was  reviewed  under  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act.  Pub.  L  96- 
354  (42  U.S.C.  601-612)  which  r^uires 

naration  of  a  regulatory  flexibility 
ysis  for  any  regulation  that  will 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on 
a  substantial  number  of  small  entities, 
i.e.,  small  businesses  and  small 
government  jurisdictions.  This  action 
amends  regulations  in  a  manner  to 
expedite  the  current  process  of 
providing  approval  for  U.S.  persons  to 
conduct  certain  activities  in  other 
countries;  thus  it  would  impose  no 
economic  burden  upon  small  entities 
subject  to  those  regulations.  DOE 
accordingly  certifies  that  there  will  not 
be  a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities  and 
that  preparation  of  a  regulatory 
flexibility  analysis  is  not  warranted. 

C.  Review  under  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act 

The  rule  was  reviewed  \mder  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969,  Public  Law  91-190  (42  U.S.C. 

4321  et  seq.).  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Regulations  (40  CFR  parts  1500- 
08),  and  the  Department  of  Energy 
environmental  regulations  (10  CFR  part 
1021)  and  was  determined  not  to 
constitute  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment.  Accordingly,  no 
environmental  impact  statement  is 
required. 

D.  Review  under  Executive  Order  12612 
Executive  Order  12612  requires  that 
regulations  be  reviewed  for  any 
substantial  direct  effects  on  States,  on 
the  relationship  between  the  national 
Government  emd  the  States,  or  in  the 
distribution  of  power  among  various 
levels  of  government.  If  there  are 
sufficient  substantial  direct  effects,  the 
Executive  Order  requires  the 
preparation  of  a  Federalism  assessment 
to  be  used  in  decisions  by  senior 
policymakers  in  promulgating  or 
implementing  the  regulation.  The  rule 
will  not  have  a  substantial  direct  effect 
on  the  traditional  rights  and 
prerogatives  of  States  in  relationship  to 
the  Federal  Government.  Preparation  of 
a  Federalism  assessment  is  therefore 
unnecessary. 

E.  Review  under  Executive  Order  12778 

Section  2  of  Executive  Order  12778 
instructs  each  agency  subject  to 
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Executive  Order  12291  to  adhere  to 
certain  requirements  in  promulgating 
new  regulations  and  reviewing  existing 
regulations.  These  requirements,  set 
forth  in  sections  2(a)  and  (b)(2],  include 
eliminating  drafting  errors  and  needless 
ambiguity,  drafting  the  regulations  to 
minimize  litigation,  providing  clear  and 
certain  legal  standards  for  affected 
conduct,  and  promoting  simplification 
and  burden  reduction.  Agencies  are  also 
instructed  to  make  every  reasonable 
effort  to  ensure  that  the  regulation: 
Specifies  clearly  any  preemptive  effect, 
effect  on  existing  Federal  law  or 
regulation,  and  retroactive  effect; 
describes  any  administrative 
proceedings  to  be  available  prior  to 
judicial  review  and  any  provisions  for 
the  exhaustion  of  such  administrative 
proceedings:  and  defines  key  terms. 

DOE  certifies  that  today’s  rulemaking 
meets  the  requirements  of  sections  2(a) 
and  (b)  of  Executive  Order  12778. 

F.  Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

The  information  collections  in  this 
rule  are  exempt  from  review  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  and 
from  public  comment  for  reasons  of 
national  security  as  provided  for  in 
Executive  Orders  12035  and  12333 
issued  under  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  of  1980  (44  U.S.C.  Chapter  35). 

5.  Review  of  Comments 

E)OE  published  a  proposed  rule 
version  of  these  amendments  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  11, 1993  (58 
FR  13427)  and  a  correction  to  the 
proposed  rule  on  March  23, 1993  (58  FR 
15441).  Written  comments  were 
received  from  four  parties.  These 
comments  have  been  made  available  for 
public  inspection  in  the  DOE  Reading 
Room  during  consideration  of  this  final 
rule.  As  a  result,  the  following  changes 
in  the  proposed  rule  were  either  made 
or  considered  and  rejected: 

A.  Section  810.3  Definitions 

One  comment  suggested  the  word 
"public”  in  the  newly  added  definition 
of  “operational  safety"  might  be 
confusing  because  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act's  reference  to  "public  health  and 
safety"  has  been  interpreted  in  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  licensing  to 
mean  the  health  and  safety  of  the  U.S. 
"public,"  while  here  the  reference  is 
also  to  the  foreign  “public.” 
Accordingly,  it  was  proposed  to  replace 
the  word  “public”  with  “off-site 
population"  in  the  definition,  as  well  as 
in  §  810.7(b)  and  in  the  new  general 
authorization  in  §  810.7.  To  preclude 
the  possibility  of  confusion  resulting 
from  the  use  of  “public,"  DOE  has 
adopted  this  proposal. 


Another  comment  found  the 
definition  "extraordinarily  broad.”  DOE 
agrees  that  it  is  broad,  reflecting  DOE 
experience  that  many  kinds  of 
appropriate  assistance  can  contribute  to 
the  safe  operation  of  a  nuclear  power 
reactor.  DOE  has  been  careful,  however, 
to  frame  a  definition  that  excludes  an 
even  wider  variety  of  nuclear 
assistance — for  example,  safety-related 
assistance  to  enrichment  or  reprocessing 
facilities  or  assistance  in  designing  or 
manufacturing  reactors — for  which  this 
general  authorization  would  not  be 
available.  Even  then,  the  assistance 
could  be  provided  to  a  recipient  on  the 
§  810.8  list  of  countries  if  a  specific 
authorization  were  granted  after  review 
under  these  regulations. 

B.  Section  810.7  Generally  Authorized 
Activities 

One  comment  contended  that  the  new 
safety-related  general  authorization 
would  justify  the  provision  of  “virtually 
any  kind  of  nuclear  assistance  in  any 
country  with  a  civilian  nuclear  power 
program,”  including  countries  “known 
or  suspected  to  be  developing  nuclear 
weapons.”  In  response,  DOE  would 
underscore  the  point  made  in  the 
preamble  to  the  proposed  rule — that  is. 
"EXDE  will  review  applications  to 
confirm  that  proposed  activities  meet 
the  criteria  for  use  of  the  authorization 
and  are  consistent  with  the  objectives  of 
U.S.  national  security,  national 
disclosure,  and  nuclear  nonproliferation 
policy.”  This  review  will  assess  not 
only  the  safety-related  nature  of  the 
proposed  assistance  and  but  also 
whether  U.S.  policy  objectives  are 
served.  Thus,  just  as  assistance  under 
specific  authorization  is  governed  by  the 
nonproliferation  and  safeguards  status 
of  the  recipient  country  and  is  denied  to 
countries  "known  or  suspected  to  be 
developing  nuclear  weapons.”  so  would 
assistance  under  the  new  general 
authorization. 

The  same  comment  expressed 
disbelief  that  "an  exception  to  the 
specific  authorization  requirement  is 
warranted"  even  for  safety-related 
assistance  to  the  former  Soviet  Union 
because  “current  part  810  specific 
authorization  procedures  are  not 
onerous.”  However,  at  minimum,  the 
comment  held,  the  new  general 
authorization  should  at  least  be  limited 
to  the  republics  of  the  former  Soviet 
Union  "which  have  implemented 
effective  safeguards  and  made  a 
commitment  to  long-term  nuclear 
cooperation  with  the  United  States.” 

As  to  the  onerousness  of  the  specific 
authorization  procedures,  DOE 
experience  has  shown  that  processing 
routine  cases  under  these  procedures 


normally  takes  about  three  months,  at 
best.  However,  since  the  “fast  track”  of 
the  new  general  authorization  will  be 
reserved  for  safety-related  assistance 
that  poses  little  or  no  proliferation 
concern  and  going  to  countries  that  pose 
little  or  no  proliferation  concern,  DOE 
believes  it  should  be  available  for 
countries  on  the  §  810.8(a)  list  other 
than  the  republics  of  the  former  Soviet 
Union,  for  example,  Argentina  or  South 
Africa.  Even  so,  DOE  has  deliberately 
chosen  not  to  make  this  type  of  general 
authorization  automatic — ^that  is, 
available  for  the  taking — as  is  the  case 
for  authorizations  imder  §§  810.7(a)  and 
(g),  for  example,  and  in  fact  has  chosen 
to  make  its  approval  more  formal  than 
for  use  of  any  other  type  of  general 
authorization.  This  is  because  DOE 
believes  the  technical  significance  of  the 
proposed  safety-related  assistance  and 
its  consistency  with  U.S.  policy 
objectives  cannot  be  left  to  the  judgment 
of  the  applicant  but  must  be  assessed  by 
DOE  and  the  other  agencies. 

Further,  the  comment  raised  the 
concern  that  "the  mere  designation  by 
the  recipient  country  of  a  reactor  as 
‘civil’  should  not  automatically  entitle  it 
to  operational  safety  assistance”  and 
argued  that  the  authorization  should  be 
limited  to  “operating”  reactors  rather 
than  “existing”  reactors  to  “avoid  the 
risk  of  authorizing  assistance  to  help 
complete  reactors  now  under 
construction  in  countries  of 
proliferation  risk.” 

DOE  agrees  wholeheartedly  that 
calling  a  reactor  “civil”  does  not 
necessarily  make  it  so.  Accordingly,  it 
has  been  the  longstanding  policy  of  DOE 
and  the  other  agencies  involved  in 
reviews  under  these  regulations  to 
ascertain  the  true  use  of  any  reactor 
proposed  to  receive  U.S.  assistance. 

DOE  has  chosen  to  adopt  “existing” 
rather  than  “operating”  as  a 
qualification  on  the  term  “reactor” 
because  the  former  would  enable 
improvement  of  safety  features  of  a 
reactor  prior  to  start-up,  as  well  as 
assistance  to  safe  start-up  of  a  reactor 
that  was  shut  down  for  maintenance  or 
fuel  reloading. 

Another  comment  said  DOE  should 
have  to  give  written  permission  for  each 
case  of  transfer  of  assistance  or  at  least 
have  to  grant  permission  at  intervals 
(e.g.  annually)  to  prevent  granting  of  a 
“one-time  permission  to  transfer  a  wide 
range  of  difierent  technology  over  an 
indefinite  period  of  time."  DOE  believes 
"one-time  permission”  for  a  series  of 
transfers  may  be  appropriate  in  some 
cases — for  example,  allowing 
associations  of  power  reactor  operators 
to  exchange  safety-related  information 
regularly  over  time.  However,  DOE 
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foresees  requiring  periodic  renewals  of 
such  applications  to  use  the  new  general 
authorization. 

A  conunent  urged  that  the 
concurrmce/consriltation  roles  of  the 
other  agencies  be  addressed  in  the  final 
regulations  and  a  mechanism  provided 
for  dealing  with  disapproval  by  other 
agencies.  As  the  preamble  to  the 
Imposed  Rule  indicated,  the 
interagency  procedures  for  use  of  the 
new  general  authmization  will  be 
approximately  the  same  as  for  specific 
authorization:  DOE  will  refer  each 
proposal  it  believes  qualifies  for  the 
safety-related  general  authorization  to 
the  Department  of  State  for  its 
concurrence  and  to  the  Departments  of 
Defense  and  Commerce,  the  Arms 
Control  and  Disarmament  Agency,  and 
the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  for 
their  views.  Since  DOE  intends  to  iise 
the  new  general  authorization  only  for 
safety-related  assistance  that  poses  no 
proliferation  concern,  it  believes  five 
working  days  should  be  ample  for  the 
interagency  review.  To  keep  interagency 
paperwork  to  a  minimum,  the 
Department  of  State  has  agreed  to 
furnish  a  generic  coiKnrrenoe  in 
advance  and  to  inform  DOE  in  writing 
when  it  does  not  wish  this  ccmcurrence 
to  apply. 

As  for  providing  a  mechanism  for 
dealing  with  agency  disapproval  of  use 
of  the  new  general  authorization, 
current  procedures  as  they  apply  to 
specific  authorizations  do  not  have  such 
a  mechanism.  The  law  requires  DOE  to 
obtain  DOS  concurrmice  and  to  consult 
the  other  agencies.  DOE  and  DOS  fully 
consider  the  views  of  certain  other 
agencies  in  reaching  their  conclusions 
and  see  no  need  fm  a  formal  conflict 
resolution  process  when  the  current 
consultation  procedures  work  well. 

One  commmt  suggested  that  20  days 
be  allowed  for  interagency  review  of 
cases  involving  suspected  nuclear 
proliferant  coxintries.  DOE  has  no 
intention  of  hurrying  review  of 
proposed  assistance  to  nuclear 
proliferant  countries — ^whether  under 
specific  authorization  or  the  new 
general  authorization.  In  the  rare  case 
that  U.S.  Government  nonproliferation 
policy  would  not  preclude  assistance  to 
such  countries,  it  would  certainly 
require  that  agencies  have  ample  time  to 
deliberate.  In  any  event,  no  change  in 
the  regulations  is  needed  to  provide 
DOE  and  the  othor  agencies  the  time 
necessary  to  assess  ^ly  each  request. 

Two  comments  sugg^ed  that  to 
avoid  possible  misinterpretation,  the 
new  general  authorization  should  state 
explicitly  that  it  is  intended  to  be  used 
only  for  assistance  to  countries  listed  in 
§  810.8(a).  DOE  has  made  this  change. 


C.  Section  810.8  Activities  Requiring 
Specific  Authorization 

One  comment  urged  that  in  addition 
to  the  many  countries  being  deleted 
fi-om  the  §  810.8(a)  list.  DOE  should 
consider  the  early  removal  of  Argentina 
and  Brazil  in  recognition  of  the  great 
progress  these  countries  have  made 
toward  joining  the  international  nuclear 
nonproliferation  regime.  DOE  is  well 
aware  of  recent  developments  in 
Argentina  and  Brazil  and  notes  that 
Argentina,  in  particular,  is  making  rapid 
progress  toward  fulfilling  its 
commitments  to  put  into  force  both  the 
Treaty  of  Tlatelolco  and  a  full-scope 
safeguards  agreement  with  the  lA^. 
DOE  believes  that  countries  clearly 
renouncing  nuclear  weapons  should  be 
considered  for  removal  from  the 
§  810.8(a]  list  in  a  timely  maimer  and 
pledges  to  do  so. 

One  comment  expressed  concern  over 
the  reference  to  "prototype”  reactors  in 
proposed  new  section  8(c)(5).  It  noted 
that  "prototype”  could  be  misconstrued 
as  including  first  models  of  new  power 
reactors,  although  the  intent  is  to 
require  specific  authorization  for 
assistance  to  the  kinds  of  reactors  that 
have  figured  in  the  clandestine 
programs  of  would-be  proliferants. 

Since  requiring  specific  authorization 
for  assistance  to  all  "research”  and 
"test”  reactors  greater  than  5  Megawatts 
Thermal  capacity  would  include  the 
"prototypes”  of  such  reactors.  DOE  has 
deleted  the  reference  to  “prototype” 
reactors  in  the  subsection. 

Section  810.13  Reports 

DOE  accepted  two  comments  that  the 
new  reporting  requirement  on  generally 
authorized  assistance  should  make  clear 
that  it  is  the  U.S.  vendor’s  responsibility 
to  have  a  retransfer  consent  agreement 
with  the  foreign  recipient  and  to  obtain 
DOE  approval  before  consenting  to  a 
retran^er  to  a  country  listed  in 
§  810.8(a).  It  also  accepted  a  comment 
that  DOE’S  approval  should  be 
necessary  for  subsequent  retransfers  to 
countries  listed  in  §  810.8(a).  The 
requirement  has  been  modified  to 
clarify  DOE’s  original  intent  on  this 
matter  and  consonant  with  the 
comments  received. 

List  of  Subjects  in  10  CFR  Part  810 

Foreign  relations.  Nuclear  energy. 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 


.  . \ 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC.  ]uly  20, 1993. 

Anthony  Cz^kowsld, 

Acting  [hrector.  Office  of  Arms  Control  and 
Nonproliferation,  Office  of  Intdligence  and 
National  Security. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble,  part  810  of  title  10  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  set  forth  below: 

PART  81&-ASSISTANCE  TO  FOREIGN 
ATOMIC  ENERGY  ACTIVITIES 

1.  Section  810.3  is  amended  by 
adding  in  alphabetical  order  the 
definition  for  the  term  "Operational 
safety”  to  read  as  follows: 


Operational  safety  means  the 
capability  of  a  reactor  to  be  operated  in 
a  manner  that  prevents  uncontrolled  or 
inadvertent  criticality,  prevents  or 
mitigates  uncontrolled  release  of 
radioactivity  to  the  environment, 
monitors  and  limits  staff  exposxire  to 
radiation  and  radioactivity,  and  protects 
ofi-site  population  from  exposure  to 
radiation  or  radioactivity.  Operational 
safety  may  be  enhanced  by  providing 
expert  advice,  equipment, 
instrumentation,  tedmology,  software, 
services,  analyses,  procedures,  training, 
or  other  assistance  that  improves  the 
capability  of  the  reactor  to  be  operated 
in  such  a  manner. 

*  •  •  •  • 

2.  Section  810.4  is  amended  by 
designating  the  first  paragraph  as  (a)  and 
revising  it  and  by  designating  the 
second  paragraph  as  (b)  to  read  as 
follows: 

{810.4  Communicatione. 

(a)  All  communications  concerning 
these  regulations  should  be  addressed 
to:  U.S.  Department  of  Energy, 
Washington,  DC  20585.  Attention: 
Director,  Export  Control  Operations 
Division,  IS^O,  Office  of  ^port  Control 
and  International  Safeguards.  Telephone 
(202)  586-2112. 

***** 

§810.5  [Amended] 

3.  Section  810.5  is  amended  by 
removing  the  phrase  "Division  of 
Politico-Military  Security  Affairs 
(PMSA)”  in  the  first  sentence  and 
adding  in  its  place  “Director.  Export 
Control  Operations  Divisicm  (AN-30)”. 
Section  810.5  is  further  amended  by 
removing  the  acronym  "PMSA”  in  the 
second  sentence  and  adding  in  its  place 
"the  Director.  Export  Control  Operations 
Division”. 

*  *  *  •  tl 


§810.3  Definitions. 

*  «  •  *  * 
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4.  Section  810.7  is  amended  by 
removing  the  phrase  "public  health  and 
safety"  in  paragraph  (b)  and  adding  in 
its  place  the  phrase  "the  health  and 
safety  of  the  off-site  population." 

Section  810.7  is  amended  further  by 
redesignating  paragraphs  (c)  through  (g) 
as  (d)  through  (h)  and  adding  a  new 
paragraph  (c)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  81 0.7  Generally  authorized  activhlea. 
***** 

(c)  Furnishing  information  or 
assistance,  including  through 
continuing  programs,  to  enhance  the 
operational  safety  of  an  existing  civilian 
nuclear  power  plant  in  a  country  listed 
in  §  810.8(a)  or  to  prevent,  reduce,  or 
correct  a  (l6mger  to  the  health  and  safety 
of  the  off-site  population  posed  by  a 
civilian  nuclear  power  plant  in  such  a 
country;  provided  the  Department  of 
Energy  is  notified  in  advance  by 
certified  mail,  return  receipt  requested, 
and  approves  the  use  of  the 
authorization  in  writing;  the  Department 
will  notify  the  applicant  of  the  status  of 
the  request  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  receipt  of  the  notification. 
***** 

5.  Section  810.8  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (a)  and  (c)(5)  and 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (c)(6).  These 
revisions  read  as  follows: 

§  81 0.8  Activities  requiring  specific 
authorization. 

(a)  Engaging  directly  or  indirectly  in 
the  production  of  special  nuclear 
material  in  any  of  the  countries  listed 
below: 

Afghanistan 

Albania 

Algeria 

Andorra 

Angola 

Argentina 

Armenia  / 

Azerbaijan 

Bahrain 

Belarus 

Brazil 

Burma  (Myanmar) 

Cambodia 

Chile 

China,  People’s  Republic  of 

Comoros 

Cuba 

Djibouti 

Georgia 

Guyana 

India 

Iran 

Iraq 

Israel 

Kazakhstan 

Korea,  People’s  Democratic  Republic  of 

Kuwait 

Kyrgyzstan 

Laos 

Libya 

Mauritania 


Moldova 

Monaco 

Mongolian  People’s  Democratic  Republic 

Mozambique 

Niger 

Oman 

Pakistan 

Qatar 

Russia 

Saudi  Arabia 

South  Africa 

Syria 

Tajikistan 

Turkmenistan 

Ukraine 

United  Arab  Emirates 

Uzbekistan 

Vanuatu 

Vietnam 

Zambia 

Zimbabwe 

Ck)tmtries  may  be  removed  from  or 
added  to  this  list  by  amendments 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

***** 

(c) *  *  • 

(5)  Designing,  constructing, 
fabricating,  operating,  or  maintaining 
research  or  test  reactors  capable  of 
continuous  operation  above  5 
Megawatts  Thermal. 

(6)  Training  in  the  activities  of 
paragraphs  (c)  (1)  through  (5)  of  this 
section. 

§  810.10  Grant  of  specific  authorization. 

6.  Section  810.10(a)  is  amended  by 
removing  the  phrase  "Director,  Division 
of  Politico-Military  Security  Affairs 
(DP-332),  Office  of  International 
Security  Affairs"  and  adding  in  its  place 
"Director,  Export  Control  Operations 
Division,  IS-40,  Office  of  Export  Control 
and  International  Safeguards". 

7.  Section  810.13  is  amended  by 
revising  the  introductory  text  of 
paragraph  (d),  adding  a  new  paragraph 
(d)(4).  and  revising  paragraphs  (f)  and 
(g).  These  revisions  read  as  follows: 

§810.13  Reports. 

***** 

(d)  Any  person,  within  30  days  after 
beginning  any  generally  authorized 
activity  under  §§  810.7(b),  (c),  or  (h), 
shall  provide  to  the  Department  of 
Energy: 

***** 

(4)  An  assurance  that  the  U.S.  vendor 
has  an  agreement  with  the  recipient 
ensuring  that  any  subsequent  transfer  of 
materials,  equipment,  or  technology 
transferred  under  general  authorization 
to  a  country  listed  in  §  810.8(a)  will  only 
take  place  if  the  vendor  obtains  DOE 
approval. 

***** 

(f)  Persons  engaging  in  activities 
generally  authorized  under  section 
§  810.7(a).  (d),  (e),  (0,  and  (g)  are  not 


subject  to  reporting  requirements  imder 
this  section. 

(g)  All  reports  should  be  sent  to;  U.S. 
Department  of  Energy,  Washington,  DC 
20585.  Attention:  Dir^or,  Export 
Control  Operations  Division,  IS— 40, 
Office  of  Export  Control  and 
International  Safeguards. 

8.  Section  810.16  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows. 

§810.16  Effective  date  and  aavinga  clauae. 

These  regulations  are  effective  on  July 
26, 1993.  Except  for  actions  that  may  be 
taken  by  DOE  pursuant  to  section 
810.11,  this  revision  does  nut  affect  the 
validity  or  terms  of  any  specific 
authorizations  granted  under  the 
previous  regulations  or  generally 
authorized  activities  imder  the  previous 
regulations  for  which  the  contracts, 
purchase  orders,  or  licensing 
arrangements  are  already  in  effect  on 
July  26, 1993.  Persons  engaging  in 
activities  that  were  generally  authorized 
under  the  previous  regulations  but  that 
require  specific  authorization  under  the 
revised  regulations  must  request 
specific  authorization  within  90  days 
but  may  continue  their  activities  until 
DOE  acts  on  the  request.  Specific 
authorizations  previously  granted  for 
assistance  to  the  Soviet  Union  remain 
valid  for  the  newly  independent  former 
republics  of  the  Soviet  Union. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17717  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNO  CODE  S460-01-P 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

12  CFR  Parts  207, 220, 221  and  224 

Regulations  G,  T,  U  and  X;  Securities 
Credit  Transactions;  List  of  Marginable 
OTC  Stocks;  List  of  Foreign  Margin 
Stocks 

AGENCY:  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System. 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  determination  of 
applicability  of  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  The  List  of  Marginable  OTC 
Stocks  (OTC  List)  is  composed  of  stocks 
traded  over-the-counter  (OTC)  in  the 
United  States  that  have  l^n  determined 
by  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System  to  be  subject  to  the 
margin  requirements  under  certain 
Federal  Reserve  regulations.  The  List  of 
Foreign  Margin  Stocks  (Foreign  List)  is 
composed  of  foreign  equity  securities 
that  have  met  the  Board’s  eligibility 
criteria  under  Regulation  T.  The  OTC 
List  and  the  Foreign  List  are  published 
four  times  a  year  by  the  Board.  This 
document  sets  forth  additions  to  and 
deletions  firom  the  previous  OTC  List 
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and  a  deletion  from  the  previous 
Foreign  List.  Both  Lists  were  published 
on  AprU  27. 1993  (58  FR  25543)  and 
elective  on  May  10, 1993. 

EPFECTTVE  DATE:  August  9.  1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Peggy  Wolffirum,  Securities  Regulation 
Analyst.  Division  of  Banking 
Supervision  and  R^\ilation,  (202)  452- 
2781,  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System,  Washington,  DC  20551. 
For  the  hearing  impaired  only,  contact 
Dorothea  Thompson, 
Telecommunications  Device  for  the  Deaf 
(TDD)  at  (202)  452-3544. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Listed 
below  are  additions  to  or  deletions  horn 
the  ore  List.  This  supersedes  the  last 
ore  List  which  was  effective  May  10, 
1993.  Additions  and  deletions  to  the 
OTC  List  were  last  published  on  April 
27, 1993  (58  FR  25543).  A  copy  of  the 
complete  OTC  List  is  available  horn  the 
Federal  Reserve  Banks. 

The  OTC  List  includes  those  stocks 
that  meet  the  criteria  in  Regulations  G, 

T  and  U  (12  CFR  parts  207, 220  and  221, 
respectively).  This  determination  also 
affects  the  applicability  of  Regulation  X 
(12  CFR  part  224).  These  stoc^  have  the 
degree  of  national  investor  interest,  the 
depth  and  breadth  of  market,  and  the 
availability  of  information  respecting 
the  stock  and  its  issuer  to  warrant 
regulation  in  the  same  fashion  as 
exchange-traded  securities.  The  OTC 
List  also  includes  any  OTC  stock 
designated  under  a  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  (SEC)  rule  as 
qualified  for  trading  in  the  national 
market  system  (NMS  security). 
Additional  OTC  stocks  may  be 
designated  as  NMS  securities  in  the 
interim  between  the  Board's  quarterly 
publications.  They  will  become 
automatically  marginable  upon  the 
effective  date  of  their  NMS  designation. 
The  names  of  these  stodu  are  available 
at  the  Board  and  the  SEC  and  will  be 
incorporated  into  the  Board’s  next 
quarterly  publication  of  the  OTC  List. 

Also  listed  below  is  one  deletion  from 
the  Foreign  List.  There  are  no  new 
additions  to  the  Board’s  Foreign  List, 
which  was  last  published  April  27, 1993 
(58  FR  25543)  and  elective  May  10, 
1993.  Stocks  on  the  Foreign  List  are 
eligible  for  margin  treatment  at  broker- 
dealers  pursuant  to  a  1990  amendment 
to  Regulation  T  (12  CFR  part  220).  The 
Foreign  List  includes  those  securities 
that  meet  the  criteria  in  Regulation  T 
and  are  eligible  for  margin  treatment  at 
broker-dealers  on  the  same  basis  as 
domestic  margin  securities.  A  copy  of 
the  complete  Foreign  List  is  availc^le 
horn  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks. 


Public  Comment  and  Deferred  ECEsetive 
Date 

The  requirements  of  5  U.S.C  553  with 
respect  to  notice  and  public 
participation  were  not  followed  in 
connection  with  the  issuance  of  this 
amendment  due  to  the  objective 
character  of  the  criteria  for  inclusion 
and  continued  inclusion  on  the  Lists 
specified  in  12  CFR  207.6  (a)  and  (b), 
220.17  (a),  (b),  (c)  and  (d),  and  221.7  (a) 
and  (b).  No  additional  useful 
information  would  be  gained  by  public 
participation.  The  full  requirements  of  5 
U.S.C.  553  with  respect  to  deferred 
effective  date  have  not  been  followed  in 
connection  with  the  issuance  of  this 
amendment  because  the  Board  finds 
that  it  is  in  the  public  interest  to 
facilitate  investment  and  credit 
decisions  based  in  whole  or  in  part 
upon  the  composition  of  these  Lists  as 
soon  as  possible.  The  Board  has 
responded  to  a  request  by  the  public 
and  allowed  approximately  a  two-week 
delay  before  the  Lists  are  efiective. 

List  of  Subjects 

12  CFR  Part  207 

Banks,  Banking,  Credit,  Margin, 
Margin  requirements.  National  Market 
System  (NMS  Security),  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements.  Securities. 

12  CFR  Part  220 

Banks,  Banking,  Brokers,  Credit, 
Margin,  Margin  requirmnents. 
Investments,  National  Market  System 
(NMS  Security),  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements.  Securities. 

12  CFR  Part  221 

Banks,  Banking.  Credit,  Margin. 
Margin  requirements.  National  Market 
System  (NMS  Security),  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements.  Securities. 

12  CFR  Part  224 

Banks,  Banking,  Borrowers,  Credit, 
Margin,  Margin  requirements,  Reporting 
and  recordkeeping  requirements. 
Securities. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  of  sections  7  and  23  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended  (15  U.S.C.  78g  and  78w),  and 
in  accordance  with  12  CFR  207.2(k)  and 
207.6  (Regulation  G),  12  CFR  220.2(u) 
and  220.17  (Regulation  T),  and  12  CFR 
221. 2(j)  and  221.7  (Regulation  U),  there 
is  set  forth  below  a  listing  of  deletions 
from  and  additions  to  the  OTC  List,  and 
one  deletion  from  the  Foreign  List. 


Deletiona  From  the  List  of  Marginable 
OTC  Stocks 

Stocks  Removed  For  Failing  Continued 
Listing  Requirements 

American  Integrity  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 
American  Rice,  Inc. 

$1.00  par  common 
Aspen  Imaging  International,  Inc. 

No  par  common 
Auto-Trol  Technology 
$.01  par  common 
BHA  Group,  Inc. 

Class  B, 

$.01  par  common 
Bioplasty,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 

Blue  Ridge  Real  Estate  Company,  Big 
Boulder  Corporation 
Paired  certificates 
Boston  Digital  Corporation 
$.10  par  common 
Cardinal  Distribution,  Inc. 

7V4%  convertible  subordinated 
debentures 

Community  Financial  Corp. 

$.01  par  common 
Erly  Industries,  Inc. 

$1.00  par  common 
F  &  C  International,  Inc. 

No  par  common 
Fonic  Inc. 

Warrants  (expire  05-20-93) 

Great  American  Communications 
Company 
$.01  par  common 
Horizon  Resources  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 
In-Store  Advertising,  bic. 

$.01  par  common 
Independent  Bankgroup,  Inc. 

$1.00  par  common 
Intellicorp,  Inc. 

$.001  par  common 
Kentucky  Central  Life  Insurance 
Company 

Class  A,  non-voting,  $1.00  par 
common 

Masstor  Systems  Corporation 
$.001  par  common 
Metallurgical  Industries  Inc. 

Class  A,  $.10  par  common 
National  Medical  Waste,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Nationwide  Cellular  Service  Inc. 

Warrants  (expire  06-01-93) 

Norsk  Data  A.S. 

American  Depositary  Receipts  for 
Class  B,  non-voting  shares 
Optek  Technology,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Scios  Nova  Inc. 

Class  C,  warrants  (expire  06-30-93) 
Spectrum  Information  'Technologies, 
Inc. 

Class  A,  warrants  (expire  06-11-93) 
Sungard  Data  Systems  Inc. 

8V4%  convertible  subordinated 
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debentures 
TSL  Holdings,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Vest,  H.D.,  Inc. 

Warrants  (expire  05-21-93) 

Stocks  Removed  For  Listing  On  A 
National  Securities  Exchange  Or  Being 
Involved  In  An  Acquisition 

Bank  of  East  Tennessee 
$2.00  par  common 
Brand  Companies,  Inc.,  The 
$.10  par  common 
Cardinal  Financial  Group,  Inc. 

$.10  par  common 
CB  &  T  Financial  Corporation 
$1.00  par  common 
CFS  Financial  Corporation 
$1.00  par  common 
Colorado  National  Bankshares,  Inc. 

No  par  common 
Financial  Federal  Corporation 
$.50  par  common 
First  Community  Bancorp  Inc. 

$1.00  par  common 
Goldtex,  Inc. 

$.10  par  common 
Crancare  Inc. 

No  par  common 
Gull  laboratories,  Inc. 

$.001  par  common 
Hall-Mark  Electronics  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 

Home  Federal  Savings  Bank  (Colorado) 
$1.00  par  common 
Horizon  Financial  Services,  Inc. 

$1.00  par  common 
Jimbo’s  Jumbos,  Incorporation 
$.001  par  common 
Key  Centurion  Bancshares,  Inc. 

$3.00  par  common 
Manitowoc  Company,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Midsouth  Corporation 
$.20  par  common 
Multibank  Financial  Corporation 
$6.25  par  common 
Northeast  Bancorp,  Inc. 

$5.00  par  common 
Nucorp,  Inc. 

$.05  par  common 
Pulitzer  Publishing  Company 
$.01  par  common 
Qual-Med,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Ranch  Industries.  Inc. 

$1.00  par  common  ' 

Regency  Cruises  Inc. 

$.001  par  common 
Republic  Capital  Croup,  Inc. 

$.10  par  common 
Security  Tag  Systems,  Inc. 

$.001  par  common 
Society  for  Savings  Bancorp  Inc. 

$1.00  par  common 
Southern  California  Water  Company 
$5.00  par  common 
Southwestern  Electric  Service  Co. 
$1.00  par  common 


Simdowner  Offshore  Services.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Western  Financial  Corporation 
$1.00  par  common  ^ 

Additions  To  The  List  of  Marginable 
OTC  Stocks 

3DO  Company,  The 
$.01  par  common 
Abraxas  Petroleum  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 
Absolute  Entertainment,  Inc. 

No  par  common 

ABT  Building  Products  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 
ACS  Enterprises,  Inc. 

$.05  par  common 

Action  Performance  Companies.  Inc. 
$.01  par  common 
Warrants  (expire  04-27-98) 

AER  Energy  Resources,  Inc. 

No  par  common 
AGCO  Corporation 
Depositary  Shares 
Alcide  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 
Aldila,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Alpha  1  Biomedicals,  Inc. 

Warrants  (expire  02-28-97) 

American  National  Petroleum  Company 
$.01  par  common 
American  Safety  Razor  Company 
$.01  par  common 
American  Savings  Bank  of  Florida 
$.01  par  common 
Amerihost  Properties,  Inc. 

$.005  par  common 
Amtran,  Inc. 

No  par  common 
Auspex  Systems,  Inc. 

$.001  par  common 
Banchrst  Ohio  Corp. 

$10.00  par  common 
Banco  de  Galicia  y  Buenos  Aires  S.A. 

American  Depositary  Shares 
Bankunited  Financial  Corporation 
(Florida) 

Series  1993,  $.01  par  non-cumulative 
convertible  preferred 
Barrett  Business  Services,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Base  Ten  Systems.  Inc. 

Class  B.  $1.00  par  common 
Bell  Microproducts  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 

Black  Hawk  Gaming  &  Development 
Co.,  Inc. 

$.001  par  common 
Class  A,  warrants  (expire  12-31-94) 
Class  B,'  warrants  (expire  06-30-96) 
Blyth  Holdings.  Ina 
$.01  par  common 
Broadbwd  Technologies.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
California  Culinary  Academy.  Inc. 

No  par  common 
Cambridge  Technology  Partners 
(Massachusetts),  Inc. 


$.01  par  common ' 

Care  Enterprises,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Catalyst  Semiconductor,  Inc. 

No  par  common 
CDW  Computer  Centers,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Celestial  Seasonings.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Charter  Bancshares.  Inc.  (Texas) 

$1.00  par  common 

Chattahoochee  Bancorp,  Inc.  (Georgia) 
$1.00  par  common 
Citizens  Bancshares,  Inc.  (Ohio) 

No  par  common 

Citizens  Federal  Bank,  a  Federal  Savings 
Bank  (Florida) 

8V4  Series  A,  noncumulative 
preferred 

Clayton  Williams  Energy,  Inc. 

$.10  par  common 

Coastal  Financial  Corporation  (South  ' 
Carolina) 

$.01  par  common 
Commercial  Bank  of  New  York 
$5.00  par  common 
Communication  Intelligence 
Corporation 
$.01  par  common 
Concurrent  Computer  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 
CPI  Aerostructures,  Inc. 

$.001  par  common 
Warrants  (expire  09-16-95) 

CTL  Credit.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 

Cypros  Pharmaceutical  Corporation 
No  par  common 
Cyrk,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
D.I.Y.  Home  Warehouse,  Inc. 

No  par  common 
Daig  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 
Delta  and  Pine  Land  Company 
$.10  par  common 
Discovery  Zone,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Donnkenny,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Dovatron  International,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Drug  Emporium,  Inc. 

7.75%  convertible  debentures  (due 
2014) 

Eagle  Holdings,  Inc. 

No  par  common 
ECCS,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Edunetics  Ltd. 

Ordinary  Shares,  NIS  .06  par  value 
ElectroglaS,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Electronic  Retailing  Systems 
International,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Equinox  Systems,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Erox  Corporation 
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No  par  common 
Evergreen  Media  Corporation 
Dass  A,  no  par  common 
Excalibur  Holding  Corporation 
$.00001  par  conunon 
F&M  Bancorporation,  Inc.  (Wisconsin) 
$.01  par  common 

FAR  East  National  Bank  (California) 
$1.25  par  common 
FFBS  Bancorp,  Inc.  (Mississippi) 

$.01  par  common 
FFY  Financial  Corp.  (Ohio) 

$.01  par  common 
Fidelity  New  York  F.S.B. 

$.01  par  common 
FLIR  Systems.  Inc. 

$.01  par  conunon 
Foiulh  Shift  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 

Frozen  Food  Express  Industries.  Inc. 

$1.50  par  common 
Future  Healthcare.  Inc. 

No  par  common 
GAB  Bancorp  (Indiana) 

$10.00  par  common 
General  Communication.  Inc. 

Class  A.  no  par  common 
Genzyme  Transgenics  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 
George  Mason  Bankshares.  Inc. 
(Virginia) 

$1.66  par  common 
Geotek  Industries 
$.01  par  common 
Gold  Reserve  Corporation 
No  par  common 
Gotham  Apparel  Corporation 
$.001  par  common 
Groimd  Rmmd  Restaurants.  Inc. 

$.1667  par  common 
Growth  Financial  Corp.  (Now  Jersey) 
$1.00  par  common 
Hallmark  Healthcare  Corporation 
Class  A,  $.01  par  common 
Hamilton  Financial  Services 
Corporation 
$.01  par  common 
Harmony  Holdings.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Harry’s  Farmers  Market.  Inc. 

Class  A.  $.01  par  common 
Healthdyne  Tecnnologies.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
HEIInc. 

$.05  par  common 
Hollywood  Casino  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 

Horizon  Bancorp.  Inc.  (West  Virginia) 
$1.00  par  common 
Huntco  be. 

Class  A,  $.01  par  common 
Hyde  Athletic  Industries.  Inc. 

Class  B,  $.33Vb  par  common 
Image  Business  Systems  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 
Independence  Bancorp.  Inc.  (New 
Jersey) 

$1,667  par  common 
Industrial  Scientific  Corporation 


$.10  par  common 

Information  Resource  Engineering.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
%iterlinq  Software  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 

International  Imaging  Materials.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 

International  Tourist  Entertainment 
Corp. 

$.001  par  common 
IRC  Tecnnologies.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
IVF  America.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Series  A,  $1.00  par  cumulative 
convertible  preferred 
Jabil  Circuit.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 

Jackson  County  Federal  Bank,  a  Federal 
Savings  Bank  (Oregon) 

$1.00  par  common 
Kent  Financial  Services.  Inc. 

$.10  par  common 
Laser  Vision  Centers.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Laurel  Savings  Association 
(Pennsylvania) 

$1.00  par  common 
LQ  International.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
LF  Bancorp.  Inc.  (Mississippi) 

$.01  par  common 
Lottery  Enterprises.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Lunn  Industries.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 

Magnetic  Technologies  Corporation 
$.15  par  common 
Mariner  Health  Group.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Martin  Color-Fi.  Inc. 

No  par  conunon 

MBLA  Financial  Corporation  (Missouri) 
$.01  par  common 
Medical  Care  America.  Inc. 

7%  convertible  debentiues  (due  2015) 
Megahertz  Corporation 
$.004  par  common 
Megatest  Corporation 
$.001  par  common 
Metatec  Corporation 
Class  A.  $.01  par  common 
Metro  Financial  Corporation  (Georgia) 
$1.00  par  common 

MFS  Communications  Company.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Microcarb  Inc. 

$.01  par  common  '  ' 

Mississippi  Valley  Baneshares.  Inc. 
(Missouri) 

$1.00  par  common 
National  Convenience  Stores.  Inc. 

Warrants  (expire  03-09-98) 

National  Home  Centers.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Northern  Springs  Co.,  Inc. 

Class  A,  $.01  par  common 
Northstar  Health  Services,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 


Northwestern  Steel  and  Wire  Company 
$.01  par  common 

Norwood  Promotional  Products,  Inc. 

No  par  common 
O’Reilly  Automotive,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Old  America  Stores,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Opti,  Inc. 

No  par  common 
Pacific  International  Services 
Corporation 
No  par  common 
Papa  John’s  International,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Paul  Harris  Stores,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
People’s  Bank  (Connecticut) 

8.5%  Series  A,  No  par  convertible 
preferred 

People’s  Choice  TV  Corp. 

$.01  par  common 
Petroleum  Geo-Services  A/S 
American  Depositary  Receipts 
Phycor,  Inc. 

6.5%  convertible  subordinated 
debentures  (due  2003) 

Pinnacle  Micro.  Inc. 

$.001  par  common 
Pittencrieff  Communications.  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Primadonna  Resorts,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Projectavision,  Inc. 

$.0001  par  common 
Quad  Systems  Corporation 
$.03  par  common 
•Quality  Products,  Inc. 

$.00001  par  common 
Random  Access,  Inc. 

$.0001  par  common 
RE  Capital  Corporation 
$.10  par  common 
Regal  Cinemas,  Inc. 

No  par  common 

Regional  Acceptance  Corporation 
No  par  common 

Reliable  Life  Insurance  Company.  The 
Class  A,  $1.00  par  common 
Reno  Air,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 

Resource  Mortgage  Group,  Inc.  (South 
Carolina) 

$.01  par  common 
Rexall  Sundown,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Rhodes,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Robert  Mondavi  Corporation,  The 
Class  A,  No  par  common 
Rochester  Community  Savings  Bank, 
The 

Series  B,  $1.00  par  non-cumulative 
convertible  preferred 
Safety  1st,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Sanmina  Corp. 

$.01  par  common 
Santa  Cruz  Operation,  Inc.,  The 
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No  par  common 
Satcon  Technology  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 
Seaman  Furniture  Company,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Shiloh  Industries,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Signal  Technology  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 
Silver  King  Communications,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Sodak  Gaming,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Spectrum  Signal  Processing  Inc. 

No  par  common 
St.  Francis  Capital  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 
Stanley  Furniture  Company,  Inc. 

$.02  par  common 

State  Financial  Services  Corporation 
Class  A,  $.10  par  common 
Station  Casinos,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Stolt  Comex  Seaway  S.A. 

$2.00  par  common 
Summit  Bancshares,  Inc.  (Texas) 

$2.50  par  common 
Suncoast  Savings  &  Loan  Assoc.  FSA 
Series  A.  $5.00  par  non-cumulative 
convertible  preferred 
Sundance  Homes,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Sunglass  Hut  International,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 

Supreme  International  Corporation 
$.01  par  common 
Swisher  International,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Warrants  (expire  04-21-06) 

T  R  Financial  Corp. 

$.01  par  common 

Telor  Ophthalmic  Pharmaceuticals.  Inc. 

$.001  par  common  ' 

Therapeutic  Discovery  Corporation/ Alza 
Corporation 

Units  (expire  12-31-09) 

Titan  Holdings,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Titan  Wheel  International.  Inc. 

No  par  common 

Touchstone  Applied  Science  Associates, 
Inc. 

$.0001  par  common 
Trico  Bancshares  (California) 

No  par  common 
United  Mobile  Homes.  Inc. 

$.10  par  common 

Valley  Bancorp,  Inc.  (Pennsylvania) 
$5.00  par  common 
West  Coast  Bancorp,  Inc.  (Florida) 

$1.00  par  common 
Wind  River  Systems,  Inc. 

$.01  par  common 
Zaring  Homes.  Inc. 

No  par  common 

Deletion  from  the  List  of  Foreign  Margiif 
Stocks 

Joshin  Denki  Company,  Ltd. 


¥50  par  common 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  Sjrstem,  acting  by  its  Director 
of  the  Division  of  Banking  Super^sion  and 
Regulation  pursuant  to  delegated  authority 
(12  CFR  265.7(f)(10)),  July  20. 1993. 

William  W.  Wiles. 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc  93-17665  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14CFRPart33 

[Doctet  Na  93-ANE-4K);  SpecM  CondMone 
No.  SC-93-01-NE]  ' 

Special  Conditiona;  Light  Helicopter 
Turbine  Engine  Company  Model 
CTSBOO  Turboshaft  Engine 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  sp>ecial  conditions. 

SUMMARY:  These  special  conditions  are 
issued  for  the  Light  Helicopter  Turbine 
Engine  Company  (LHTEC)  Model 
CTSBOO  turboshaft  engine.  This  engine 
has  novel  or  unique  engine  ratings  that 
are  not  defined  by  the  applicable 
airworthiness  regulations.  These  special 
conditions  contain  the  additional  safety 
standards  which  the  Administrator 
considers  necessary  to  establish  a  level 
of  safety  equivalent  to  that  established 
by  the  airworthiness  standards  of  part 
33  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(FAR). 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  25, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Chung  Hsieh,  Engine  and  Propeller 
Standards  Staff,  ANE-110,  Engine  and 
Propeller  Directorate,  Aircraft 
Certification  Service,  FAA,  New 
England  Region,  12  New  England 
Executive  Park.  Burlington, 
Massachusetts  01803-5229;  telephone 
(617)  238-7116;  fax  (617)  238-7199. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION: 
Background 

On  July  11, 1989,  the  Light  Helicopter 
Turbine  Engine  Company  (LHTEC). 
petitioned  the  FAA  for  an  exemption  to 
FAR  Section  33.7,  Engine  Ratings  and 
Operating  Limitations,  for  type 
certification  of  Model  CTSBOO 
turboshaft  engine.  The  Model  CTSBOO 
engine  is  rated  at  30-second  One- 
Engine-Inoperative  (OEI),  2-Minute  OEI, 
2V2-Minute  OEI,  Continuous  OEI. 
Takeoft,  and  Maximum  continuous 
ratings. 

The  applicable  airworthiness 
requirements  do  not  contain  30-Second 


OEI  and  2-Minute  OEI  rating 
definitions,  and  do  not  cont^  adequate 
or  appropriate  safety  standards  for  the 
type  certification  of  these  new  and 
unusual  engine  ratings. 

Type  Certificatiim  Basis 

Under  the  provisions  of  §  21.17(a)  of 
the  FAR,  LHTEC  must  show  that  ^e 
Model  CTSBOO  turboshaft  engine  meets 
the  requirements  of  the  applicable 
regulations  in  effect  on  the  date  of  the 
application.  Those  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  are  §  21.21  and  part  33, 
effective  February  1, 1965.  as  amended 
through  Amendment  33-14. 

The  Administrator  finds  that  the 
applicable  airworthiness  regulations  in 
Part  33.  as  amended,  do  not  contain 
adequate  or  appropriate  safety  standards 
for  the  LHTEC  Model  CTSBOO  turboshaft 
engine  because  of  the  new  and  unique 
engine  ratings.  Therefore,  the 
Administrator  prescribes  special 
conditions  under  the  provisions  of 
§  21.16  to  establish  a  level  of  safety 
equivalent  to  that  established  in  the 
regulations. 

Special  conditions,  as  appropriate,  are 
issued  in  accordance  with  §  11.49  of  the 
FAR  after  public  notice  and  opportunity 
for  comment,  as  required  by  S§  11.28 
and  11.29(b),  and  b^ome  part  of  the 
ty|>e  certification  basis  in  accordance 
with  §  21.17(a)(2). 

Novel  or  Unusual  Design  Features 

The  LHTEC  Model  CTSBOO  tiuboshaft 
engine  has  new  and  unique  engine 
ratings. 

Discussion  of  Comments 

Interested  person  have  been  afforded 
the  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  these  special  conditions. 

No  comments  were  received  on  the 
special  conditions  as  proposed. 

After  careful  review  of  the  available 
data,  the  FAA  determined  that  air  safety 
and  the  public  interest  require  the 
adoption  of  the  special  conditions  as 
proposed. 

Conclusion  * 

This  action  affects  only  certain  novel 
or  unusual  design  featiues  on  one  model 
engine.  It  is  not  a  rule  of  general 
applicability  and  affects  only  the 
manufacturer  who  applied  to  the  FAA 
for  approval  of  these  features  on  the 
engine. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  33 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft.  Aviation 
safety.  Safety. 

The  authority  citations  for  these 
special  conditions  is  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  App.  13S4(a).  1421, 
1423;  and  49  U.S.C  106(g). 
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The  Special  Conditioiis 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Administrator,  the  following  special 
conditions  are  issued  as  part  of  the  type 
certification  basis  for  the  Light 
Helicopter  Turbine  Engine  ^mpany 
(LHTEC)  Model  CTS800  tuiboshaft 
engine: 

1.  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of  §  33.7, 
the  following  ratings  are  defined  as: 

(a)  Rated  30-Second  One-Engine- 
Inoperative  (OEI)  Power  The  brake 
horsepower  developed  statistically  in 
standard  atmosphere  at  sea  level,  or  at  a 
specified  altitude  and  temperature,  for 
continued  one-flight  operation  after  the 
foilure  of  one  engine  in  multi-en^e 
rotorcraft,  limited  to  three  periods  of  use,  no 
greater  than  30  seconds  each  at  rotor  shaft 
rotation  speed  and  gas  temperature 
established  for  this  rating  by  part  33  or  this 
special  conditioiL 

(b)  Rated  2-Minute  OEI  Power  The  brake 
horsepower,  developed  statically  in  standard 
atmosphere  at  sea  level,  or  at  a  sp^fied 
altitude  and  temperature,  for  continued  one- 
flight  operation,  after  foilure  of  one  engine  in 
multi-engine  rotcncraft,  limited  to  three 
periods  of  \ise,  of  up  to  two  minutes  each,  at 
rotor  shaft  rotation  speed  and  gas 
temperature  established  for  this  rating  by  Part 
33  or  this  special  conditioa 

2.  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of  $  33.4, 
the  mandatory  inspection  and  maintenance 
actions  requii^,  following  the  use  of  the  30- 
Second  or  2-Minute  OEI  rating,  must  be 
included  in  the  Airworthiness  Limitations 
Section  of  the  appropriate  engine  manuals. 

3.  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of 
S  33.27,  the  following  tests  must  be 
conducted  for  the  most  critically  stressed 
rotor  component  of  each  turbine  and 
compressor,  including  integral  drum  rotors, 
and  centrifugal  compressors.  For  a  30-Second 
and  2-Minute  OEI  conditions,  test  for  a 
period  of  two  and  one-half  minutes. 

(a)  At  its  mavtimim  operating  temperature, 
except  as  provided  in  S  33.27(c)(2)(iv);  and 

(b)  At  the  highest  speed  determined,  in 
accordance  with  §  33.27(c)(2)(i)  throu^  (vi). 

(c)  This  test  may  be  perform^  using  a 
separate  test  vehicle  if  desired. 

(d)  Following  the  test  based  on  the  30- 
Seo)nd  OEI  rating,  rotor  growth  and  distress 
beyond  dimensional  limits  for  an  overspeed 
condition  is  permitted,  provided  the 
structural  integrity  of  the  rotor  is  maintained, 
as  shown  by  a  procedure  acceptable  to  the 
Administrator. 

4.  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of 

$  33.29,  the  engine  must  provide  for  a  means: 

(a)  To  indicate  when  the  engine  is  at  either 
30-Second  or  2-Minute  OEI-rated  power 
level;  and 

(b)  To  determine  the  elapsed  time  of 
operation  at  2-Minute  OEI  and  30-Second 
OEI-rated  power  levels. 

5.  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of 

S  33.67,  the  engine  must  provide  for  a  means 
for  autonutic  availability  of  the  30-second 
OEI  power,  and  engine  test  runs  must  be 
performed  to  demonstrate  automatic 
switching  to  a  30-Second  OEI  rating 
condition. 


6.  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of 

§  33.85,  tests  performed  at  the  30-Second  and 
2-Minute  OEI  ratings,  during  the  applicable 
endurance  test  preached  in  $  33.87,  may  be 
used  to  show  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  §  33.65. 

7.  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of 

$  33.87,  an  engine  test  must  be  conducted 
four  times,  using  the  following  test  sequence, 
for  a  total  of  not  less  than  120  minutes: 

(a)  Takeoff  power— three  minutes  at  rated 
takeoff  power. 

(b)  30-Second  OEI  power— thirty  seconds 
at  rated  30-Second  OEI  power. 

(c)  2-Minute  OEI  power— two  minutes  at 
rated  2-Minute  OEI  power. 

(d)  30-Minute  OEI,  Continuous  OEI,  or 
Maximum  continuous  power — five  minutes 
at  rated  30-Minute  OEI  pxrwer,  or  rated 
Continuous  OEI  power,  or  rated  Maximum 
continuous  power,  whichever  is  greatest, 
except  that  during  the  first  test  sequence  this 
peri^  shall  be  65  minutes. 

(e)  Minimum  flight  power— one  minute  at 
minimum  flight  power. 

(f)  30-Second  OEI  power — thirty  seconds  at 
rated  30-Second  OEI  power. 

(g)  2-Minute  OEI  power— two  minutes  at 
rated  2-Minute  OEI  power. 

(h)  Idle  power— one  minute  at  Idle  power. 

8.  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of 

S  33.88,  the  following  must  be  performed: 

(a)  For  engines  that  do  not  provide  a  means 
for  temperatiue  limiting;  conduct  a  test  for  a 
period  of  five  minutes  at  the  maximiun 
permissible  power-on  RPM,  with  the  gas 
temperature  at  least  75  degrees  Fahrenheit 
higher  than  the  30-Second  OEI  rating 
operating  temperature  limit. 

(b)  For  engines  that  provide  a  means  for 
temperature  limiting;  conduct  a  test  for  a 
period  of  four  minutes  at  the  maximiun 
permissible  power-on  RPM,  with  the  gas 
temperature  at  least  35  degrees  Fahrenheit 
higher  than  the  30-Second  OEI  rating 
operating  temperature  limit. 

(c)  A  separate  test  vehicle  may  be  used  for 
each  test. 

(d)  Following  the  test,  rotor  assembly 
growth  and  distress  beyond  serviceable  limits 
for  an  overtemperature  condition  is 
permitted,  provided  the  structural  integrity  of 
the  rotor  assembly  is  maintained,  as  shown 
by  a  procedure  that  is  acceptable  to  the 
Administrator. 

9.  In  addition  to  the  requirements  of 

$  33.93,  this  special  condition  requires  that 
the  engine  be  completely  disassembled  after 
completing  the  additional  testing  of  §  33.87. 
The  engine  may  exhibit  deterioration  in 
excess  of  that  permitted  in  §  33.93(b),  and 
may  include  some  engine  parts  and 
components  that  may  be  unsuitable  for 
further  use. 

It  must  be  shown  by  procedures  approved 
by  the  Administrator  that  the  structu^ 
integrity  of  the  engine.  Including  mounts, 
cases,  bearing  supports,  shafts  and  rotors,  is 
maintained. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts,  on 
July  15, 1993. 

Jack  A  Sain, 

Manager,  Engine  and  Propeller  Directorate, 
Aircraft  Certification  Service. 

(FR  Doc  93-17732  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
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14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  Na  93-ANE-11;  Amandmant  39- 
8638;  AO  93-14-14] 

AIrworthinaas  Diractivaa;  Pratt  4 
Whitnay  *1X80  Sarlaa  Turbofan  Enginaa 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  request  for 
comments. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  adopts  a 
new  airworthiness  directive  (AO)  that  is 
applicable  to  certain  Pratt  k  Whitney 
(PW)  JT8D  series  turbofan  engines.  This 
action  requires  initial  and  repetitive 
inspections  of  certain  front  compressor 
fan  hubs  and  shotpeening  the  forward 
and  aft  rim  to  web  radius.  This 
amendment  is  prompted  by  reports  of 
two  front  compressor  fan  hub  fractures 
that  resulted  in  release  of  fan  blades  and 
portions  of  the  hub  outer  rim.  The 
actions  specified  in  this  AD  are 
intended  to  prevent  fracture  of  the 
compressor  fan  hub,  which  can  result  in 
an  uncontained  engine  failure  and 
damage  to  the  aircraft. 

DATES:  Effective  August  10, 1993. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  of 
certain  publications  listed  in  the 
regulations  is  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register  as  of  August  10, 
1993. 

Comments  for  inclusion  in  the  Rules 
Docket  must  be  received  on  or  before 
September  24, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  New  England 
Region,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Chief 
Counsel,  Attention:  Rules  Docket  No. 
93-ANE-ll,  12  New  England  Executive 
Park,  Burlington,  MA  01803-5299. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
this  AD  may  be  obtained  from  Pratt  k 
Whitney,  Technical  Publications 
Department,  M/S  132-30, 400  Main 
Street,  East  Hartford,  CT  06108.  This 
information  may  be  examined  at  the 
FAA,  New  England  Region,  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Chief  Coimsel,  12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Burlington, 

MA;  or  at  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register,  800  North  Capitol  Street,  NW., 
suite  700,  Washington,  DC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mark  A.  Rumizen,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Engine  Certification  Office,  FAA,  Engine 
and  Propeller  Directorate,  12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Burlington,  MA 
01803-5299;  telephone  (617)  238-7137, 
fax  (617)  238-7199. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATKW:  The 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  (FAA) 
has  received  reports  of  two  front 
compressor  fan  hub  fractures  on  Pratt  & 
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Whitney  (PW)  JT8D  series  turbofan 
engines.  The  front  compressor  fan  hubs. 
Part  Number  (P/N)  817401,  fractured 
releasing  fan  blades  and  portions  of  the 
hub  outer  rim.  Both  failures  were 
uncontained  and  caused  extensive 
damage  to  the  aircraft.  Subsequent  to 
the  hub  failures,  an  inspection  program 
identified  four  additional  fiont 
compressor  fan  hubs  that  contained 
cracks  in  the  forward  rim  to  web  radius 
area.  Metallurgical  examination, 
material  testing,  and  investigation  into 
the  cause  of  the  failures  indicate  that 
cracks  can  initiate  in  the  forward  or  rear 
rim  to  web  radius  on  hubs  that  have  a 
polished  surface  and  can  propagate  to 
feature  in  high  cycle  fatigue  due  to  high 
vibratory  stresses. 

The  investigation  has  identified  two 
sources  of  hi^  vibratory  stress  that  are 
capable  of  causing  a  crack  to  propagate 
to  fracture  once  it  has  initiated.  The 
FAA  has  determined  that  the  probability 
of  experiencing  these  stresses  is  highest 
for  engines  operating  in  the  No.  2 
position  of  Boeing  727  aircraft.  Both  hub 
failures  occurred  on  engines  operating 
in  the  No.  2  position  on  Boeing  727 
aircraft.  Therefore,  the  FAA  will  address 
this  population  in  a  more  aggressive 
manner  than  engines  installed  in  other 
aircraft,  and  in  either  the  No.  1  or  No. 

3  positions  on  Boeing  727  aircraft.  Also, 
the  FAA  will  allow  engines  to  be 
repositioned  in  locations  other  than  the 
No.  2  position  in  Boeing  727  aircraft  and 
will  establish  inspection  intervals  that 
are  consistent  with  the  installed 
vibratory  environment. 

The  investigation  has  identified  that 
cracks  can  initiate  due  to  a  reduction  in 
fatigue  strength  incurred  on  the  disk  in 
the  rim  to  web  radius  area.  This 
reduction  is  attributed  to  a  surface 
polishing  operation  performed  during 
manufacture.  This  AD  identifies  the  fan 
hubs  by  part  and  serial  number  that 
have  had  the  surface  polishing 
operation  performed.  The  FAA  has 
determined  that  cracks  can  initiate  on 
certain  front  compressor  fan  hubs,  and 
once  initiated,  can  propagate  to  fracture 
in  high  cycle  fatigue  due  to  high 
vibratory  stresses.  This  condition,  if  not 
corrected,  can  result  in  a  fracture  of  the 
front  compressor  fan  hub,  which  can 
result  in  an  uncontained  engine  failure 
and  damage  to  the  aircraft. 

The  FAA  has  reviewed  and  approved 
the  technical  contents  of  PW  Alert 
Service  Bulletin  (ASB)  No.  6104, 
Revision  2,  dated  June  18, 1993,  that 
describes  procedures  for  initial  and 
repetitive  inspections  for  cracks  in  the 
forward  and  aft  rim  to  web  radius,  and 
removal  from  service,  if  necessary,  of 
front  compressor  fan  hubs.  In  addition, 
the  ASB  describes  procedures  for 


shotpeening  the  forward  and  aft  rim  to 
web  radius  area  of  hubs  that  pass  the 
inspections.  The  shotpeening  operation 
provides  improved  fatigue  strength  of 
the  material  which  will  reduce  the 
probability  of  crack  initiation  due  to  the 
surface  polishing  operation  performed 
during  manufacture. 

Since  an  unsafe  condition  has  been 
identified  that  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  on  other  PW  JT8D  series 
turbofan  engines  of  the  same  type 
design,  this  AD  is  being  issued  to 
prevent  fractures  and  uncontained 
failures  of  certain  front  compressor  fan 
hubs.  This  AD  requires  initial  and 
repetitive  inspections  for  cracks,  and 
removal  &t>m  service,  if  necessary,  of 
certain  front  compressor  fan  hubs.  Front 
compressor  fan  hubs  installed  on 
engines  in  the  No.  2  position  on  Boeing 
727  aircraft  must  be  inspected  according 
to  a  more  aggressive  schedule  than  other 
installations.  In  addition,  this  AD 
requires  shotpeening  the  forward  and  aft 
rim  to  web  radius  area  of  hubs  that  pass 
the  inspections.  The  actions  are 
required  to  be  accomplished  in 
accordance  with  the  alert  service 
bulletin  described  previously. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
tlie  immediate  adoption  of  this 
regulation,  it  is  found  that  notice  and 
opportunity  for  prior  public  comment 
hereon  are  impracticable,  and  that  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amendment 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

Comments  Invited 

Although  this  action  is  in  the  form  of 
a  final  rule  that  involves  requirements 
affecting  flight  safety  and,  thus,  was  not 
preceded  by  notice  and  an  opportunity 
for  public  comment,  comments  are 
invited  on  this  rule.  Interested  persons 
are  invited  to  comment  on  this  rule  by 
submitting  such  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
Rules  Docket  number  and  be  submitted 
in  triplicate  to  the  address  specified 
under  the  caption  "ADDRESSES.”  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
the  closing  date  for  comments  will  be 
considered,  and  this  rule  may  be 
amended  in  light  of  the  comments 
received.  Factual  information  that 
supports  the  commenter’s  ideas  and 
suggestions  is  extremely  helpful  in 
evaluating  the  effectiveness  of  the  AD 
action  and  determining  whether 
additional  rulemaking  action  would  be 
needed. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  rule  that  might  suggest  a  need  to 
modify  the  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 


and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report  that 
summarizes  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  this  AD 
will  be  filed  in  the  Rules  Docket. 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  "Comments  to 
Docket  Number  93-ANE-ll.”  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

The  regulations  adopted  herein  will 
not  have  substantial  direct  efiects  on  the 
States,  on  the  relationship  between  the 
national  government  and  the  States,  or 
on  the  distribution  of  power  and 
responsibilities  among  the  various 
levels  of  government.  Therefore,  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  12612, 
it  is  determined  that  this  final  rule  does 
not  have  sufficient  federalism 
implications  to  warrant  the  preparation 
of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  an  emergency  regulation 
and  that  it  is  not  considered  to  be  major 
under  Executive  Order  12291.  It  is 
impracticable  for  the  agency  to  follow 
the  procedures  of  Order  12291  with 
respect  to  this  rule  since  the  rule  must 
be  issued  immediately  to  correct  an 
unsafe  condition  in  aircraft.  It  has  been 
determined  further  that  this  action 
involves  an  emergency  regulation  tmder 
DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures 
(44  FR  11034,  February  26, 1979).  If  it 
is  determined  that  this  emergency 
regulation  otherwise  would  be 
significant  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures,  a  final 
regulatory  evaluation  will  be  prepared 
and  placed  in  the  Rules  Docket.  A  copy 
of  it,  if  filed,  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Rules  Docket  at  the  location  provided 
under  the  caption  "ADDRESSES.” 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety.  Incorporation  by  reference. 
Safety. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Administrator,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  amends  14  CFR  part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as 
follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 
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Authority:  49  U.S.C.  App.  1354(a),  1421 
and  1423;  49  U.S.C  106(^;  and  14  CFR 
11.89. 

f  39.13  [AiiMndMi] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

93-14-14  Pratt  k  Whitney:  Amendment  39- 
8638.  Docket  No.  93-ANE-ll. 
Applicability:  Pratt  ft  Whitney  (PW)  Model 
JT8D-9,  -9A,  -11,  -15,  -15A,  -17,  -17A, 

-17R,  and  -17AR  tuibofan  engines 
containing  front  compressor  ^  hub  Part 
Number  (P/N)  817401  with  the  following 
serial  numbers:  J78892  through  J80538, 

K32019  through  K34018,  L32197  through 
L34133,  or  M05722  through  M07296;  and  all 
serial  numbers  of  fan  hubs  P/N  594301, 
640601,  743301,  749801,  750101,  791801, 
and  806001.  These  engines  are  installed  on 
but  not  limited  to  Boeing  727  and  737  series, 
and  McDonnell  Douglas  DC-9  series  aircraft. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  ^cture  of  the  front  compressor 
fan  hub,  which  can  result  in  an  uncontained 
engine  failure  and  damage  to  the  aircraft, 
accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  For  front  compressor  fan  hubs  installed 
in  engines  in  the  No.  2  position  on  Boeing 
727  aircraft  on  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
or  thereafter,  inspect  and  shotpeen  the  front 
compressor  fan  hub  in  accordance  with 
Appendix  A,  Appendix  B,  and  Attachment  1 
(NDIP-764)  of  PW  Alert  Service  Bulletin 
(ASB)  No.  6104,  Revision  2,  dated  June  18, 
1993,  as  follows: 

(1)  Initially  inspect  the  front  compressor 
fan  hub  as  follows: 

Total  part  cycles 

TSl^dS? S'  ‘f’sP®ction  interval 

this  AD 

Over  18,001  Inspect  at  the  next  shop 
TPC.  visit,  or  within  300  cycles 

in  service  (CIS)  after  the 
effective  date  of  this  AD, 
whichever  occurs  first 

16.501  to  16,000  Inspect  at  the  next  shop 

TPC.  visit,  or  within  500  CiS 

after  the  effective  date  of 
tNs  AO,  whichever  oc¬ 
curs  first. 

15,001  to  16,500  Inspect  at  the  next  shop 
TPC.  visit  or  within  750  CIS 

after  the  effective  date  of 
this  AO,  whichever  oc¬ 
curs  first. 

1 3.501  to  15,000  Inspect  at  the  next  shop 

TPC.  visit,  or  witWn  1,000  CIS 

after  the  effective  date  of 
this  AO,  whichever  oc¬ 
curs  first. 

10.501  to  13,500  Inspect  at  the  next  shop 

TPC.  visit,  or  witNn  1,500  CIS 

after  the  effective  date  of 
this  AO,  whichever  oc¬ 
curs  first. 

Less  than  Inspect  at  the  next  shop 

10,501  TPC.  visit  after  accumulating 

10,500  TPC,  but  not  to 
exceed  12,000  TPC. 


(2)  Engines  may  be  removed  from  the  No. 

2  position  on  Boeing  727  aircraft  and 
reinstalled  in  any  position  other  than  the  No. 
2  position  on  Eloeing  aircraft  prior  to  reaching 
the  initial  inspection  interval  specifted  in 
paragraph  (a)(1)  of  this  AD.  Inspect  and 
shotpeen  front  compressor  fan  hubs  on 
repositioned  engines  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (b)  of  this  AD. 

(3)  Remove  front  compressor  fan  hubs  from 
service  if  cracks  are  found  during  the 
inspection  process  and  replace  with  a 
serviceable  hub. 

(4)  Shotpeen  the  front  compressor  fan  hubs 
that  pass  toe  inspections  required  by 
para^ph  (a)(1)  of  this  AD.  in  accordance 
with  Appendix  B  of  PW  ASB  No.  6104, 
Revision  2,  dated  June  18, 1993,  prior  tp 
returning  the  bub  to  service. 

(5J  Thereafter,  inspect,  shotpeen,  and 
remove  from  service,  if  necessary,  front 
compressor  fan  hubs  that  are  reinstalled  in 
the  No.  2  position  of  Boeing  727  aircraft,  in 
accordance  with  appendix  A,  appendix  B, 
and  Attachment  1  (NDIP-764),  as  applicable, 
of  PW  ASB  No.  6104,  Revision  2,  dated  June 
18, 1993,  as  follows: 

(i)  For  hubs  that  were  last  inspected  and 
shotpeened  with  greater  than  12,000  TPC 
upon  inspection,  inspect  and  shotpeen  at  the 
frrst  shop  visit  after  2,500  QS  since  last 
inspection,  but  prior  to  the  acciunulation  of 
8,000  CIS  since  last  inspection. 

(ii)  For  hubs  that  were  last  inspected  and 
shotpeened  with  less  than  or  equal  to  12,000 
TPC  upon  inspection,  inspect  and  shotpeen 
at  the  first  shop  visit  after  2,500  QS  since  last 
inspection,  or  prior  to  accumulating  12,000 
TPC,  whichever  occurs  later,  but  not  to 
exceed  8,000  QS  since  last  inspection. 

(6)  Engines  may  be  removed  from  the  No. 

2  position  on  Boeing  727  aircraft  and 
reinstalled  in  any  position  other  than  the  No. 
2  position  on  Boeing  727  aircraft  prior  to 
reaching  the  repetitive  inspection  interval 
specified  in  paragraph  (a)(5)  of  this  AD. 
Inspect  and  shotpeen  finont  compressor  fan 
hubs  on  repositioned  engines  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (b)(4)  of  this  AD. 

(b)  For  frcnt  compressor  fan  hubs  installed 
in  engines  that  are  installed  in  any  position 
other  than  the  No.  2  position  on  Boeing  727 
aircraft  on  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  or 
thereafter,  inspect  and  shotpeen  the  front 
compressor  fan  hubs  in  accordance  with 
Appendix  A,  Appendix  B,  and  Attachment  1 
(NDIP-764)  of  PW  ASB  No.  6104,  Revision  2, 
dated  June  18, 1993,  as  follows: 

(1)  Initially  inspect  the  front  compressor 
fan  hub  at  the  next  shop  visit  that  occurs 
after  12,000  TPC. 

(2)  Remove  front  compressor  fan  hubs  from 
service  if  cracks  are  found  during  the 
inspection  process  and  replace  with  a 
serviceable  hub. 

(3)  Shotpeen  the  front  compressor  fan  hubs 
that  pass  the  inspection  requirements 
specified  in  paragraph  (b)(1)  of  this  AD,  in 
accordance  with  Appendix  B  of  PW  ASB  No. 
6104,  Revision  2,  dated  June  18, 1993,  prior 
to  returning  the  hub  to  service. 

(4)  Thereafter,  inspect,  shotpeen,  and 
remove  from  service,  if  necessary,  front 
compressor  fan  hubs  that  are  not  reinstalled 
in  the  No.  2  position  on  Boeing  727  aircraft, 
in  accordance  with  Appendix  A,  Appendix 


B,  and  Attachment  1  (NDIP-764)  of  PW  ASB 
No.  6104,  Revision  2,  dated  June  18. 1993, 
when  the  front  compressor  ^  hub  is 
accessible  at  the  detail  level  in  the  shop,  or 
writhin  2,500  QS  since  last  inspection, 
whichever  occurs  later. 

(5)  Thereafter,  inspect,  shotpeen,  and 
remove  from  service,  if  necessary,  front 
compressor  fan  hubs  that  are  reinstalled  in 
the  No.  2  position  of  Boeing  727  aircraft  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  AD  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (a)(5j  of  this  AD. 

(c)  Inspect  and  shotpeen  front  compressor 
fan  bubs  that  were  inspected  and  shotpeened 
prior  to  the  effective  date  of  this  AD  in 
accordance  with  Appendix  A,  Appendix  B, 
and  Attachment  1  (NDIP-764)  of  PW  ASB 
No.  6104,  dated  December  21, 1992,  or  PW 
ASB  No.  6104,  Revision  1,  dated  May  21, 
1993,  in  accordance  with  piaragraph  (a)(5)  or 
(b)(4)  of  this  Ad,  as  applicable. 

(d)  For  the  purpose  of  this  AD,  a  shop  visit 
is  deftned  as  an  engine  removal  where  engine 
maintenance  entails  separation  of  pairs  of 
mating  engine  flanges  or  the  removal  of  a 
disk,  hub,  or  spool. 

(e)  For  the  purpose  of  this  AD,  accessibility 
of  a  front  compressor  fan  hub  at  the  detail 
level  in  the  shop  is  defined  as  engine 
maintenance  that  entails  separation  of  the 
front  compressor  fen  hub  from  the  front 
compressor  and  removal  of  the  fen  blades. 

(f)  Report  the  front  compressor  fan  hub  part 
number,  total  time,  and  total  cycles  in  service 
for  each  hub  that  passes  the  inspections 
defined  in  this  AO,  within  60  days  after  the 
inspection,  to  the  Manager,  Engine 
Certification  Office,  Engine  and  Propeller 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certiftcation  Service, 
FAA,  12  New  England  Executive  Park, 
Burlington,  Massachusetts,  01803-5299;  fax 
(617)  238-7140;  Telex  949301  FAANE  BURL 
For  any  hub  that  is  found  cracked,  submit  the 
information  requested  in  paragraph  B  of  Part 
4,  of  the  Accomplishment  Instructions  of  PW 
ASB  No.  6104,  Revision  2.  dated  June  18, 
1993,  within  60  days  after  the  inspection  to 
the  Manager,  Engine  Certification  Office,  at 
the  address  identifted  above.  The  reporting 
requirements  of  this  AD  terminate  one  year 
after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD. 

Information  collection  requirements 
contained  in  this  regulation  have  been 
approved  by  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (0MB)  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980  (44  U.S.C 
3501-3520)  and  have  been  assigned  0MB 
Control  Number  2120-0056. 

(g)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time  that 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety  may  be 
used  if  approved  by  the  Manager,  Engine 
Certification  Office.  The  request  should  be 
forwarded  through  an  appropriate  FAA 
Principal  Maintenance  Inspector,  who  may 
add  comments  and  then  send  it  to  the 
Manager,  Engine  Certification  Office. 

Note:  Information  concerning  the  existence 
of  approved  alternative  methods  of 
compliance  with  this  airworthiness  directive, 
if  any,  may  be  obtained  from  the  Engine 
Certification  Office. 

(h)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 
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(i)  The  inspections  and  shotpeening  shall 
be  done  in  accordance  with  the  following  PW 
ASB; 


ASB  No. 

Pages 

Revision 

Dais 

PW  ASB  No.  6104 . 

1 . ,  , 

June  18. 1993. 

May  21. 1993  • 
June  18. 1993 

May  21. 1993 

June  18. 1993 

May  21. 1993 

Dec.  8,  1992. 

with  Attachment  No.  NDIP-764 . 

2  and  3  . 

4 . 

5  and  6  . 

1 

7 . 

9  . 

8  thru  13 . 

1  . , . . 

1-13 . 

Original  . 

Total  pages:  26. 


This  incorporation  by  reference  was 
approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Re^ster  in  accordance  with  5  U.S.C. 
552(a)  and  1  CFR  part  51.  Cfopies  may 
be  obtained  from  Pratt  &  Whitney, 
Technical  Publications  Department,  M/ 
S 132-30, 400  Main  Street,  East 
Hartford,  CT  06108.  Copies  may  be 
inspected  at  the  FAA,  New  England 
Region,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Chief 
Counsel,  12  New  England  Executive 
Park,  Burlington,  MA;  or  at  the  Office  of 
the  Federal  Register,  800  North  Capitol 
Street,  NW.,  suite  700,  Washington,  DC. 

(j)  liiis  amendment  becomes  effective 
on  August  10, 1993. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts,  on 
July  15, 1993. 

Jade  A.  Sain, 

Manager,  Engine  and  Propeller  Directorate, 
Aircraft  Certification  Service. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17649  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
WLUNO  CODE  4S10-1S-a 


14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  93-ANE-33;  Amendment  39- 
6604;  AD  93-10-61] 

Airworthinaas  Diractivaa;  Pratt  & 
WhKnay  Canada  Auxiliary  Power  Unit 
Model  PW901A 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACnON:  Final  rule,  request  for 
comments. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  publishes  in 
the  Federal  Register  an  amendment 
adopting  Airworthiness  Directive  (AD) 
T93-10-51  that  was  sent  previously  to 
all  known  U.S.  owners  and  operators  of 
Pratt  &  Whitney  Canada  (P&WC) 
auxiliary  power  imit  (APU)  Model 
PW901A,  Part  No.  3910001,  installed  on 
but  not  limited  to  Boeing  Model  747- 
400  aircraft  by  individual  telegrams. 
This  AD  requires  the  removal  of  the 
APU  oil  strainer  element  allowing 
failure  of  the  scavenge  gear  pump  in  the 
event  of  internal  gearbox  failure,  and 
inspection  of  gearbox  chip  detectors  at 


regular  intervals.  This  amendment  is 
prompted  by  two  reports  of  incidents 
involving  smoke  entering  the  aircraft 
passenger  cabin  after  gear  failure  in  the 
PAWC  Model  PW901A  APU.  The 
actions  specified  by  this  AD  are 
intended  to  prevent  APU  gear  failure, 
which  can  result  in  smoke 
contamination  of  aircraft  passenger 
cabins. 

DATES:  Efiective  August  10, 1993,  to  all 
persons  except  those  persons  to  whom 
it  was  made  immediately  efiective  by 
telegraphic  AD  T93-10-51,  issued  May 
20, 1993,  which  contained  the 
requirements  of  this  amendment. 

The  incorporation  by  reference  of 
certain  publications  listed  in  the 
regulations  is  approved  by  the  Director 
of  the  Federal  Register  as  of  August  10, 
1993. 

Comments  for  inclusion  in  the  Rules 
Docket  must  be  received  on  or  before 
September  24, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  New  England 
Region,  Office  of  the  Assistant  ^ief 
Counsel,  Attention;  Rules  Docket  No. 
93-ANE-33, 12  New  England  Executive 
Park,  Burlington,  MA  01803-5299. 

The  applicable  service  information 
may  be  obtained  from  Pratt  &  Whitney 
Canada,  1000  Marie-Victorin,  Longueil, 
^ebec,  Canada  J4G 1A122.  This 
information  may  be  examined  at  the 
FAA,  New  England  Region,  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Chief  Counsel,  12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Burlington. 
MA;  or  at  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register.  800  North  Capitol  Street,  NW., 
suite  700,  Washington,  DC;  or  at  the 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  800  North 
Capitol  Street.  NW.,  Suite  700, 
Washington,  DC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Nicholas  Minniti,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Propulsion  Branch,  AN^174,  Now 
York  Aircraft  Certification  Office,  FAA, 
Engine  and  Propeller  Directorate.  181 
South  Franklin  Avenue,  room  202, 
Valley  Stream,  New  York  11581; 


telephone  (516)  791-7421;  fax  (516) 
791-9024. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION:  On  May 
20, 1993,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  issued 
telegraphic  AD  T93-10-51,  applicable 
to  Pratt  &  Whitney  Canada  (P&WC) 
auxiliary  power  unit  (APU)  Model 
PW901A,  Part  No.  3910001,  installed  on 
but  not  limited  to  Boeing  Model  747- 
400  aircraft,  which  requires  the  removal 
of  the  APU  oil  strainer  element  allowing 
failure  of  the  scavenge  gear  pump  in  the 
event  of  internal  gearbox  failiue,  and 
inspection  of  gearbox  chip  detectors  at 
regular  intervals.  That  action  was 
prompted  by  two  reports  of  incidents 
involving  smoke  entering  the  aircraft 
passenger  cabin  after  gear  failure  in  the 
P&WC  Model  PW901A  APU.  The 
failures  occurred  in  the  compressor  load 
gearbox  (LGB)  cooling  fan  idler  gear  and 
ffie  fan  drive  gear  shaft.  Investigation 
reveals  that  debris  chips  frnm  the  failed 
gears  blocked  the  APU  LGB  oil  scavenge 
pump  strainer  and  allowed  the  LGB  to 
flood  with  oil.  The  oil  then  entered  the 
load  compressor  air  system,  and 
contaminated  the  cabin  air.  This 
condition,  if  not  corrected,  can  result  in 
APU  gear  failure,  which  can  result  in 
smoke  contamination  of  aircraft 
passenger  cabins. 

Pratt  &  Whitney  Canada  has  issued 
Alert  Service  Bulletin  (ASB)  No. 
Al615gRl.  dated  May  12, 1993, 
specifying  the  procedures  for  removal  of 
the  oil  strainer  element  from  the  load 
gearbox.  This  procedure  would  allow 
the  APU  to  shut  down  automatically 
due  to  low  oil  pressure  if  gear  failxuus 
occur,  preventing  LGB  flooding. 
Transport  Canada,  which  is  the 
airworthiness  authority  of  Canada, 
classified  this  ASB  as  mandatory  and 
issued  Canadian  emergency  AD  CF-93- 
09,  dated  May  13, 1993,  in  order  to 
assure  the  airworthiness  of  these  APU's 
in  Canada. 

This  APU  is  manufactured  in  Canada 
and  is  installed  in  type  certificated 
aircraft  for  operation  in  the  United 
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States.  The  APU  is  FAA  approved  under 
the  provisions  of  §  21.617  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  and  the  applicable 
bilateral  airworthiness  agreement. 
Pursuant  to  this  bilateral  airworthiness 
agreement,  Transport  Canada  has  kept 
the  FAA  informed  of  the  situation 
described  above.  The  FAA  has 
examined  the  findings  of  Transport 
Canada^  reviewed  all  available 
information,  and  determined  that  AD 
action  is  necessary  for  products  of  this 
type  design  that  are  certificated  for 
operation  in  the  United  States. 

Since  the  unsafe  condition  described 
is  likely  to  exist  or  develop  on  other 
engines  of  the  same  type  design,  the 
FAA  issued  telegraphic  AD  T93-10-51 
to  prevent  smoke  contamination  of 
aircraft  passenger  cabins.  The  AD 
requires  the  removal  of  the  APU  load 
gearbox  scavenge  pump  oil  strainer 
element,  and  inspect,  at  specified 
intervals,  the  APU  LGB  and  accessory 
gearbox  magnetic  chip  detectors.  These 
actions  are  required  to  be  accomplished 
in  accordance  with  P&WC  ASB  No. 
A16159R1.  dated  May  12, 1993,  and  the 
appropriate  aircraft  maintenance 
manual. 

Since  it  was  found  that  immediate 
corrective  action  was  required,  notice 
and  opportimity  for  prior  public 
comment  thereon  were  impracticable 
and  contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and 
good  cause  existed  to  make  the  AD 
elective  immediately  by  individual 
telegrams  issued  on  May  20, 1993,  to  all 
known  U.S.  owners  and  operators  of 
P4WC  APU  Model  PW901A.  Part  No. 
3910001,  installed  on  but  not  limited  to 
Boeing  Model  747-400  aircraft.  These 
conditions  still  exist,  and  the  AD  is 
hereby  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  an  amendment  to  §  39.13  of 
part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (FAR)  to  make  it  effective  to 
all  persons. 

Comments  Invited 

Although  this  action  is  in  the  form  of 
a  final  rule  that  involves  requirements 
affecting  flight  safety  and,  thus,  was  not 
preceded  by  notice  and  an  opportunity 
for  public  comment,  comments  are 
invited  on  this  rule.  Interested  persons 
are  invited  to  comment  on  this  rule  by 
submitting  such  written  data,  views,  or 
arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Communications  should  identify  the 
Rules  Docket  number  and  be  submitted 
in  triplicate  to  the  address  specified 
under  the  caption  ADDRESSES.  All 
communications  received  on  or  before 
the  closing  date  for  comments  will  be 
considered,  and  this  rule  may  be 
amended  in  light  of  the  comments 
received.  Factual  information  that 
supports  the  commenter’s  ideas  and 


suggestions  is  extremely  helpful  in 
evaluating  the  effectiveness  of  the  AD 
action  and  determining  whether 
additional  rulemaking  action  would  be 
needed. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  rule  that  might  suggest  a  need  to 
modify  the  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report  that 
summarizes  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  this  AD 
will  be  filed  in  the  Rules  Docket. 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  "Comments  to 
Docket  Number  93-ANE-33.*’  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

The  regulations  adopted  herein  will 
not  have  substantial  direct  efiects  on  the 
States,  on  the  relationship  between  the 
national  government  and  the  States,  or 
on  the  distribution  of  power  and 
responsibilities  among  the  various 
levels  of  government.  Therefore,  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  12612, 
it  is  determined  that  this  final  rule  does 
not  have  sufficient  federalism 
implications  to  warrant  the  preparation 
of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  is  an  emergency  regulation 
and  that  it  is  not  considered  to  be  major 
under  Executive  Order  12291.  It  is 
impracticable  for  the  agency  to  follow 
the  procedures  of  Order  12291  with 
respect  to  this  rule  since  the  rule  must 
be  issued  immediately  to  correct  an 
unsafe  condition  in  aircraft.  It  has  been 
determined  further  that  this  action 
involves  an  emergency  regulation  under 
DOT  Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures 
(44  FR  11034,  February  26, 1979).  If  it 
is  determined  that  this  emergency 
regulation  otherwise  would  be  . 
significant  under  DOT  Regulatory 
Policies  and  Procedures,  a  final 
regulatory  evaluation  will  be  prepared 
and  placed  in  the  Rules  Docket.  A  copy 
of  it,  if  filed,  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Rules  Docket  at  the  location  provided 
under  the  caption  ADDRESSES. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety.  Incorporation  by  reference. 
Safety. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the 


Administrator,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  amends  14  CFR  part  39 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  as 
follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C  App.  1354(a),  1421 
and  1423;  49  U.S.C  106(g);  and  14  CFR 
11.89. 

139.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by 
adding  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

93-lO-Sl  Pratt  *  Whitney  Canada: 
Amendment  39-8604.  Docket  93-ANE-33. 

Applicability:  Pratt  ft  Whitney  Canada 
(PftWC)  auxiliary  power  unit  (APU)  Model 
PW901A,  Part  No.  3910001,  installed  on  but 
not  limited  to  Boeing  Model  747-400  aircraft. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  APU  gear  failure,  which  can 
result  in  smoke  contamination  of  aircraft 
passenger  cabins,  accomplish  the  following: 

(a)  Within  10  APU  hours,  or  5  days  after 
the  effective  date  of  this  airworthiness 
directive  (AD),  whichever  occurs  first,  in 
accordance  with  PftWC  Alert  Service 
Bulletin  No.  A16159R1.  dated  May  12, 1993: 

(1)  Disassemble  the  APU  load  gearbox  and 
remove  the  scavenge  pump  oil  strainer 
element.  Part  No.  (P/N)  3107647-01;  and 

(2)  Reassemble  APU  load  gearbox, 
reinstalling  the  existing  chip  detector,  P/N 
3910098-01,  and  adapter,  P/N  3910242-01. 

(b)  Within  10  APU  operating  hours,  or  S 
days  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
whichever  occurs  first: 

(1)  Inspect  the  APU  load  gearbox  and 
accessory  gear  box  magnetic  chip  detectors  in 
accordance  with  the  appropriate  aircraft 
maintenance  manual;  and 

(2)  Thereafter,  inspect  the  chip  detectors  at 
intervals  not  to  exce^  ISO  APU  operating 
hours  since  the  last  inspection. 

(c)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time  that 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety  may  be 
used  if  approved  by  the  Manager,  New  York 
Aircraft  Certification  Office.  The  request 
should  be  forwarded  through  an  appropriate 
FAA  Principal  Maintenance  Inspector,  who 
may  add  comments  and  then  send  it  to  the 
Manager,  New  York  Aircraft  Certification 
Office. 

Note:  Information  concerning  the  existence 
of  approved  alternative  methods  of 
compliance  with  this  airworthiness  directive, 
if  any,  may  be  obtained  from  the  New  York 
Aircraft  Certification  Office. 

(d)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

(e)  The  removal  and  inspections  shall  be 
done  in  accordance  with  the  following  alert 
service  bulletin: 
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PWC  No.  1-4  1  May  12, 1993. 

A16159R1. 

Totel  pagea:  4. 


This  Incorporation  by  reference  was 
approved  by  the  Director  of  the  Federal 
Re^ster  in  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  552(a) 
and  1  CFR  part  51.  Copies  may  be  obtained 
from  Pratt  a  Whitney  Canada,  1000  Marie- 
Victorin,  Longrieil,  ^ebec,  Canada  J4G  lAl. 
Copies  may  be  inspected  at  the  FAA,  New 
England  Region,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Chief 
Counsel,  12  New  En^and  Executive  Park, 
Burlington,  MA;  or  at  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register,  800  North  Capitol  Street, 
NW.,  suite  700,  Washington,  DC. 

(f)  This  amendment  becomes  effective 
August  10, 1993,  to  all  persons  except  those 
persons  to  whom  it  was  made  immediately 
effective  by  telegraphic  AD  T93-1Q-51, 
issued  May  20, 1993,  which  contained  the 
requirements  of  this  amendment. 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts,  on 
July  15, 1993. 

Jack  A.  Sain, 

Manager,  Engine  and  Propeller  Directorate, 
Aircraft  Certification  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17648  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  4S10-1S-a 


14  CFR  Part  73 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  93-AWP-12] 

Consolidation  of  Rastrictad  Areas  R- 
2509  and  R-2524;  California 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  consolidates 
Restricted  Areas  R-2509  Superior 
Valley,  CA,  and  R-2524  Trona,  CA, 
under  the  designation  R-2524.  The 
consolidated  restricted  area  does  not 
encompass  any  additional  special  use 
airspace  beyond  that  which  was 
previously  encompassed  in  R-2509  and 
R-2524.  Further,  there  are  no  changes  to 
the  altitudes,  times  of  designation,  or 
activities  conduced  within  the 
consolidated  Restricted  Area  R-2524. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  u.t.c.,  September 
16, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Diane  Bodenhamer,  Military  Operations 
Program  Office  (A’IM-420),  Office  of 
Air  Traffic  System  Management,  Federal 
Aviation  Ad^nistration,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW„ 
Washington,  DC  20591;  telephone  (202) 
267-3178. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  part  73  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
consolidates  Restricted  Areas  R-2509 


Superior  Valley,  CA,  and  R-2524  Trona, 
CA,  under  the  designation  R-2524 
Trona,  CA.  The  consolidated  restricted 
area  does  not  encompass  any  additional 
special  use  airspace  beyond  that  which 
was  previously  encompassed  in  R-2509 
and  R-2524.  There  are  no  changes  to 
altitudes,  times  of  designation,  or 
activities  conducted  within  the 
consolidated  Restricted  Area  R-2524. 
This  action  has  been  initiated  by  the 
Department  of  the  Navy  and  is  being 
taken  as  a  result  of  the  closure  of  George 
AFB,  CA,  the  current  using  agency  for 
R-2509.  Because  this  action  is  a  minor 
technical  amendment  in  which  the 
public  would  not  be  particularly 
interested,  I  find  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  under  5  U.S.C.  553(b)  are 
imnecessary.  The  coordinates  for  this 
airspace  docket  are  based  on  North 
American  Datum  83.  Section  73.25  of 
part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  was  republished  in  FAA 
Order  7400.8A  dated  March  3, 1993. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
fi«quent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It,  therefore — (1)  is  not  a  "major 
rule”  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2) 
is  not  a  "significant  rule”  imder  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034;  February  26, 1979);  and  (3) 
does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  as  the  anticipated 
impact  is  so  minimal.  Since  this  is  a 
routine  matter  that  will  not  affect  air 
traffic  procedures  and  air  navigation,  it 
is  certified  that  this  rule  will  not  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act. 

Environmental  Review 

This  action  does  not  alter  the  overall 
dimensions  of  restricted  airspace,  nor  is 
the  mission  conducted  within  the 
airspace  changed.  It  consolidates  two 
existing  areas  into  one.  Accordingly, 
this  action  will  have  no  effect  on  current 
air  traffic  procedures  or  on  routing  or 
altitude  of  civil  aircraft  operations  in  the 
area.  The  FAA,  therefore,  finds  that 
there  will  be  no  significant  impact  on 
the  environment  as  a  result  of  this 
action. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  73 

Airspace,  Navigation  (air). 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
amends  14  CFR  part  73  as  follows: 


PART  7»-{AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  73 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C  app.  1348(a),  1354(a), 
1510, 1522;  E.0. 10854;  24  FR  9565, 3  CFR, 
1959-1963  Comp.,  p.  389;  49  U.S.C  106(g): 
14_^CFR  11.69. 

S  73.25  [Amended] 

2.  Section  73.25  is  amended  as 
follows: 

R-2509  Superior  Valley,  CA  (Removed) 
R-2S24  Trona,  CA  [Amended] 

By  removing  the  present  boundaries  and 
substituting  the  following: 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  lat.  35M7'46'N.. 
long.  116*55'23”W.;  to  lat.  35*15'56"N., 
long.  116*55'23''W.;  to  lat.  35*15'56'T^., 
long.  117“26'03'^.;  to  lat.  35*36'00"N., 
long.  117*26'03''W.;  to  lat.  35*36'00"N., 
long.  117‘'16'55'W.;  to  lat.  35"47'46''N., 
long.  117*16'55"W.;  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  July  16, 

1993. 

Harold  W.  Becker, 

Manager.  Airspace-Rules  and  Aeronautical 
Information  Division. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17741  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am]  • 
BILUNG  CODE  4010-13-41 


14  CFR  Part  73 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  93-AWP-4] 

Amendment  to  Restricted  Area  R- 
2517;  California 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  changes  the  title 
of  Restricted  Area  R-2517,  “Naval 
Missile  Facility,  Point  Arguello,  CA,”  to 
"Vandenberg  AFB,  CA,”  This  action 
also  removed  the  present  controlling 
agency  designation,  because  this  area  is 
not  joint  use  airspace,  and  changes  the 
using  agency  for  R-2517.  These  are 
administrative  changes  initiated  by  the 
U.S.  Air  Force  to  accurately  describe  R- 
2517.  There  are  no  changes  to  the 
boundaries,  altitudes,  times  of 
designation,  or  activities  conducted 
within  R-2517. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  u.t.c.,  September 
16,  1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Diane  Bodenhamer,  Military  Operations 
Program  Office  (A’IM-420),  Office  of 
Air  Traffic  System  Management.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington.  DC  20591;  telephone:  (202) 
267-3178. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Hie  Rule 

This  amendment  to  part  73  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  changes 
the  title  of  R-2517  ^m  “Naval  Missile 
Facility  Point  Arguello,  CA,"  to 
"Vandenberg  AFB,  CA."  This  action 
also  removes  the  present  controlling 
agency  designation,  because  this  area  is 
not  joint  use  airspace,  and  changes  the 
using  agency  from  "Western  Space  and 
Missile  Center  (MSMC)/SE.  Vandenberg 
AFB,  CA.”  to  "U.S.  Air  Force, 
Commander,  30th  Space  Wing  (30  SPW/ 
CC).  Vandenberg  Ara,  CA.”  These 
administrative  changes  were  initiated  by 
the  U.S.  Air  Force  to  reflect  its 
reorganization.  Because  this  action  is  a 
minor  technical  amendment  in  which 
the  public  is  not  particularly  interested, 

I  find  that  notice  and  public  procedure 
under  5  U.S.C.  553(b)  are  imnecessary. 
Section  73.25  of  part  73  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  was  republished 
in  FAA  Order  7400.8A  dated  March  3, 
1993. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
b<^y  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It,  therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  imder  Executive  Order  12291;  (2) 
is  not  a  “significant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR 11034;  February  26, 1979);  and  (3) 
does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  as  the  anticipated 
impact  is  so  minimal.  Since  this  is  a 
routine  matter  that  will  not  afiect  air 
traffic  procedures  and  air  navigation,  it 
is  certified  that  this  rule  will  not  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act. 

Environmental  Review 

This  action  is  an  administrative 
change  and  does  not  affect  the 
boundaries,  altitudes,  times  of  use.  or 
activities  of  the  restricted  area. 
Accordingly,  this  action  will  have  no 
efiect  on  current  air  traffic  procedures  or 
routing  of  civil  aircraft  operations  in  the 
area.  The  FAA,  therefore,  finds  that 
there  will  be  no  significant  impact  on 
the  environment  as  a  result  of  this 
action. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  73 

Airspace,  Navigation  (air). 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviat’on  Administration 
amends  14  CFR  part  73  as  follows: 


PART  73— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  73 
continues  to  read  as  follows; 

Authority:  49  U.S.C  app.  1348(a),  1354(a). 
1510, 1522:  E.0. 10854;  24  FR  0565,  3  CFR, 
1959-1963  Comp.,  p.  389;  49  U.S.C  106(g); 

14  CFR  11.69. 

§73.25  [Amended] 

2.  §  73.25  is  amended  as  follows: 

R-2517  Naval  Missile  Facility  Point 
Arguello,  CA  [Amended] 

By  removing  the  title  “Naval  Missile 
Facility  Point  Arguello,  CA”  and 
inserting  in  its  place  “Vandenberg  AFB, 
CA;”  by  removing  the  controlling 
agency;  and  by  removing  the  using 
agency,  “Western  Space  and  Missile 
Center  (WSMC)/SE,  Vandenberg  AFB, 
CA.”  and  inserting  in  its  place  “U.S.  Air 
Force,  Commander,  30th  Space  Wing 
(30  SPW/CC),  Vandenberg  AFB,  CA.” 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  )uly  16, 

1993. 

Harold  W.  Becker, 

Manager,  Airspace-Rules  and  Aeronautical 
Information  Division. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17735  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNO  CODE  4eiO-1S-M 


14  CFR  Part  73 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  92-AEA-10] 

Proposed  Subdivision  of  Restricted 
Areas  R-6608A,  R-6608B,  and 
Estabiishment  of  Restricted  Area  R- 
6608C;  VA 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  subdivides  the 
common  boundaries  of  Restricted  Areas 
R-6608A  and  B  and  establishes  R- 
6608C.  This  action  will  facilitate  the 
effectual  use  of  airspace  near 
Washington  Dulles  Tower. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  u.t.c.,  September 
16. 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Lee  Powell,  Military  Operations 
Program  Office  (ATM-420),  Office  of 
Air  Traffic  System  Management.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20591;  telephone;  (202) 
267-9327. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

History 

On  April  9. 1993,  the  FAA  proposed 
to  amend  part  73  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  part  73)  to 
subdivide  the  internal  boundaries  of 
Restricted  Areas  R-6608A  and  B  and  to 


establish  R-6608C  in  the  vicinity  of 
Quantico,  VA  (58  FR  18351).  Interested 
parties  were  invited  to  participate  in 
this  rulemaking  proceeding  by 
submitting  written  comments  on  the 
proposal  to  the  FAA.  No  comments 
objecting  to  the  proposal  were  received. 
Se^on  73.66  of  part  73  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  was  republished 
in  FAA  Order  7400.8A  dated  March  3, 
1993.  The  coordinates  for  this  airspace 
docket  are  based  on  North  American 
Datum  83. 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  part  73  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  subdivides 
the  internal  boundaries  of  Restricted 
Area  R-6608A  and  B  and  establishes  R- 
6608C  in  the  vicinity  of  Quantico,  VA. 
This  modification  resulted  fiom 
negotiations  between  the  FAA  and  the 
U.S.  Marine  Corps  in  Quantico,  VA. 
These  changes  are  completely  contained 
within  existing  restricted  airspace.  No 
additional  restricted  airspace  is  created 
by  this  action.  Also,  this  action 
decreases  the  burden  on  the  public  by 
releasing  more  airspace  to  the  public 
when  Restricted  A^  R-6608C  is  not  in 
use,  thereby  enhancing  the  flow  of  air 
traffic  in  the  area. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It,  therefore — (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2) 
is  not  a  “significant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034;  February  26, 1979);  and  (3) 
does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  as  the  anticipated 
impact  is  so  minimal.  Since  this  is  a 
routine  matter  that  will  only  affect  air 
traffic  procedures  and  air  navigation,  it 
is  certified  that  this  rule  will  not  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities 
under  the  criteria  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act. 

Environmental  Review 

This  action  does  not  alter  the 
dimensions  of  restricted  airspace,  nor  is 
the  mission  conducted  within  the 
airspace  changed.  It  divides  two  existing 
areas  into  three  and  will  facilitate 
operations  at  Dulles  International 
Airport.  Accordingly,  this  action 
reduces  coordination  reqmremento 
without  increasing  flight  activity  within 
the  area.  There  will  be  no  significant 
impact  on  the  environment  as  a  result 
of  this  action. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  73 

Aviation  safety.  Restricted  areas. 
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Adoption  td  the  Amendment 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
amends  14  CFR  part  73,  as  follows: 

PART  73-^AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  73 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  app.  1348(a),  1354(a), 
1510, 1522:  E.0. 10854;  24  FR  9565,  3  CFR, 
1959-1963  Comp.,  p.  389;  49  U.S.C.  106(g); 

14  CFR  11.69. 

f  73.66  [Amended] 

2.  §  73.66  is  amended  as  follows: 
R-6608A  Quantico,  VA  [Amended] 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  laL  38'’35'10"N., 
long.  77'’34'06"W.;  to  lat  38'’37'00^.,  long. 
77®34'06"W.;  to  lat  38'’37'50"N.,  long. 
77®32'19"W.:  to  lat  38'‘37'17'T^.,  long. 
77‘’27'44"W.;  to  lat  38“35'35"N.,  long. 
77®27'44"W.;  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  10,000  feet 
MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  0500  to  2400  local 
time  daily;  other  times  by  NOTAM  24  hours 
in  advance. 

Controlling  agency.  FAA,  Dulles  ATCT. 
Using  agency.  U.S.  Marine  Corps. 
Commanding  General,  Marine  Corps 
Development  and  Education  Command, 
Quantico,  VA. 

R-6608B  Quantico,  VA  (Amended] 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  lat  38*35'10"N., 
long.  77'’34'06"W.;  to  lat  38'’35'35'T4.,  long. 
77‘’27'44"W.;  to  lat.  38'’29'31"N.,  long. 
77®27'44"W.;  to  lat.  38*29'00"N..  long. 
77“28'44"W.;  to  lat  SO^SlWI^.,  long. 
77®34'06"W.;  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  10,000  feet 
MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  0500  to  2400  local 
time  daily;  other  times  by  NOTAM  24  hours 
in  advance. 

Controlling  agency.  FAA,  Dulles  ATCT. 
Using  agency.  U.S.  Marine  Corps. 
Commanding  General,  Marine  Corps 
Development  and  Education  Command, 
Quantico,  VA. 

R-6608C  Quantico,  VA  [New] 

Boundaries.  Beginning  at  lat  38°37'17"N., 
long.  77'’27'44"W.:  to  lat  38“37'00"N.,  long. 
77‘'25'33"W.;  to  lat  38‘’34'00"N..  long.. 
77'’23'59"W.;  to  lat  38'’31'15"N.,  long. 
77'>24'19"W.:  to  lat  38‘’29'31"N..  long. 
77‘’27'44"W.;  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

Designated  altitudes.  Surface  to  10,000  feet 
MSL. 

Time  of  designation.  0500  to  2400  local 
time  daily:  other  times  by  NOTAM  24  hours 
in  advance. 

Controlling  agency.  FAA,  Dulles  ATCT. 
Using  agency.  U.S.  Marine  Corps, 
Commanding  General,  Marine  Corps 
Development  and  Education  Command, 
Quantico,  VA. 


Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  July  16, 
1993. 

Harold  W.  Becker, 

Manager,  Airspace-Rules  and  Aeronautical 
Information  Division. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17736  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
MLUNO  COOC  4010-13-11 


14  CFR  Part  73 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  93-ANE-27] 

Name  Change  of  Controlling  Agenciea 
for  Restricted  Areas 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  changes  the  name 
of  the  controlling  agencies  for  R-4101, 
R-4102A,  R-4102B,  R-4105A.  R-4105B 
and  R-5202,  in  Massachusetts  and  New 
York.  These  changes  are  necessary  to 
reflect  the  name  (Ganges  in  the  air 
traffic  control  (ATC)  facilities.  There  are 
no  changes  to  the  boundaries,  altitudes, 
times  of  designation,  or  activities 
conducted  within  the  aBected  restricted 
areas. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  0901  u.t.c.,  September 
16. 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Lee  Powell,  Military  Operations 
Program  Office  (ATM-420),  Office  of 
Air  Traffic  System  Management,  Federal 
Aviation  Administration.  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW., 

Washington,  DC  20591;  telephone:  (202) 
267-9327. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

The  Rule  ^ 

This  amendment  to  part  73  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  changes 
the  name  of  the  controlling  agencies  for 
R— 4102A  and  R—4102B,  from  “FAA, 
Boston  Control  Tower”  to  “FAA,  Boston 
Approach  Control”;  R-4101,  R-4105A 
and  R-4105B,  from  “FAA,  Otis 
Approach  Control”  to  “FAA,  Cape 
Approach  Control”;  and  R-5202,  from 
“FAA,  Quonset  RATCF”  to  “FAA, 
Providence  Approach  Control”.  Because 
this  amendment  only  changes  the  names 
of  the  controlling  agencies,  I  find  that 
notice  and  public  procedure  under  5 
U.S.C.  553(b)  are  unnecessary  because 
this  action  is  a  minor  technical 
amendment  in  which  the  public  is  not 
particularly  interested.  Sections  73.41 
and  73.52  of  part  73  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  were  republished 
in  FAA  Order  7400.8A  dated  March  3, 
1993. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 


frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It,  therefore— (1)  is  not  a  “major 
rule”  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2) 
is  not  a  “significant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034;  February  26. 1979);  and  (3) 
does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  as  the  anticipated 
impact  is  so  minimal.  Since  this  is  an 
administrative  change,  it  is  certified  that 
this  rule  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  imder  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

Environmental  Review 

This  action  is  an  administrative 
change  and  does  not  affect  the 
boimdaries,  altitudes,  times  of  use,  or 
activities  of  the  restricted  areas. 
Accordingly,  this  action  will  have  no 
effect  on  current  air  traffic  procedures  or 
routing  of  dvil  aircraft  operations  in  the 
area.  The  FAA.  therefore,  finds  that 
there  will  be  no  significant  impact  on 
the  environment  as  a  result  of  this 
action. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  73 
Airspace,  Navigation  (air). 

Adoption  of  the  Amradment 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Fede^l  Aviation  Administration 
amends  14  CFR  part  73  as  follows: 

PART  73— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  73 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  app.  1348(a).  1354(a), 
1510, 1522;  E.0. 10854;  24  FR  9565,  3  CFR, 
1959-1963  Comp.,  p.  389;  49  U.S.C  106(g); 

14  CFR  11.69. 

173.41  [Amended] 

2.  In  each  designation  listed  below 
remove  the  words  “FAA  Otis  Approach 
Control”  for  the  controlling  agency  and 
insert,  in  their  place,  the  words,  “FAA, 
Cape  Approach  Control”: 

(a)  R-4101  Camp  Edwards,  MA 

(b)  R-4105A  No  Man’s  Land  Island,  MA 

(c)  R-4105B  No  Man’s  Land  Island,  MA 

3.  In  addition  to  the  amendment  set 
forth  above,  in  each  designation  listed 
below  remove  the  words  “FAA,  Boston 
Control  Tower”  for  the  controlling 
agency  and  insert,  in  their  place,  the 
words  “FAA,  Boston  Approach 
Control”: 

(a)  R-4102A  Fort  Devens,  MA 

(b)  R-4102B  Fort  Devens,  MA 

S 73.52  [Amended] 

4.  The  designation  for  “R-5202 
Gardiner’s  Island,  NY”  in  §  73.52  is 
amended  by  removing  the  words  “FAA, 
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Quonset  RATCF”  for  the  controlling 
agency  and  inserting,  in  their  place, 
“FAA,  Providence  Approach  Ck)ntror*. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC.  on  July  15. 
1993. 

Harold  W.  Beckar, 

Manager.  Airspace-Rules  and  Aeronautical 
Information  Division. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17737  Filed  7-23-93:  8:45  ami 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

15CFRPart19 

[Docket  No.  930489-3089] 

RIN0690-AA20 

Referral  of  Debts  to  the  Internal 
Revenue  Service  for  Tax  Refund  Offset 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Commerce 
(DOC). 

ACTION:  Interim  rule  with  request  of 
comments. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of 
Commerce,  as  a  participant  in  the 
Federal  Tax  Refund  Offset  Program, 
issues  regulations  to  govern  the  referral 
of  delinquent  debts  to  the  Internal 
Revenue  Service  (IRS)  for  o^set  against 
the  income  tax  refunds  of  persons  owing 
money  to  the  DOC.  These  regulations 
are  authorized  by  the  DeBcit  Reduction 
Act  of  1984  (the  Act). 

Section  2653  of  the  Act  allows  the 
DOC  to  collect  debts  by  means  of  offset 
from  the  income  tax  refunds  of  persons 
owing  money  to  the  DOC  provided 
certain  conditions  are  met.  This  rule 
adds  regulations  to  establish  procedures 
to  be  followed  by  DOC  in  requesting  the 
IRS  to  offset  tax  refunds  due  to 
taxpayers  who  have  past-due  legally 
enforceable  debt  obligations  to  the  DOC. 
DATES:  Interim  rule  is  effective  on  July 
26. 1993.  Written  comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  September  24, 
1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to:  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce.  Office  of 
Financial  Management,  room  6827, 14th 
&  Constitution  Ave.  NW.,  Washington. 
DC  20230. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Robert  J.  Mallet,  (202)  482-4593. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION:  This 
interim  rule  provides  procedures  for  the 
DOC  to  refer  past-due  legally 
enforceable  debts  to  the  IRS  for  ofiset 
against  the  income  tax  refunds  of 
persons  owing  debts  to  the  DOC.  This 
•rule  is  authorized  by  section  2653  of  the 
Deficit  Reduction  Act  of  1984  (31  U.S.C. 
3720A).  The  purpose  of  the  Act  is  to 
improve  the  ability  of  the  Government 


to  collect  money  owed  it  while  adding 
certain  notice  requirements  and  other 
protections  applicable  to  the 
Government’s  relationship  to  the  debtor. 
This  rule  implements  section  2653  of 
the  Act  whi(±  directs  any  Federal 
agency  that  is  owed  a  past-due  legally 
enforceable  debt  by  a  named  person  to 
notify  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  in 
accordance  with  the  regulations  issued 
by  the  Department  of  the  Treasury  at  26 
CFR  301.6402-6.  Before  an  Agency  may 
give  such  notice,  however,  it  must  first; 
(1)  Notify  the  debtor  that  the  agency 
proposes  to  refer  the  debt  for  a  tax 
refund  deduction;  (2)  give  the  debtor 
sixty  (60)  days  from  the  date  of 
notification  to  present  evidence  that  all 
or'part  of  the  debt  is  not  past  due  or 
legally  enforceable;  (3)  consider  any 
evidence  presented  by  the  debtor  and 
determine  whether  any  amount  of  such 
debt  is  past-due  and  legally  enforceable; 
and  (4)  satisfy  such  other  conditions  as 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may 
prescribe  to  ensure  that  the  agency’s 
determination  is  valid  and  that  the 
agency  has  made  reasonable  efforts  to 
obtain  payment  of  the  debt.  This  rule,  in 
accordance  with  IRS  regulations, 
provides  that  before  the  DOC  refers  a 
debt  to  the  Department  of  the  Treasury 
(through  IRS),  a  notice  of  intention 
(Notice  of  Intent)  will  be  sent  to  the 
debtor.  This  Notice  of  Intent  will  inform 
the  debtor  of  the  amount  of  the  debt  and 
that,  unless  the  debt  is  repaid  within 
sixty  (60)  days  from  the  date  of  the 
DOC’s  Notice  of  Intent,  the  DOC  intends 
to  collect  the  debt  by  requesting  the  IRS 
to  offset  any  tax  refund  payable  to  the 
debtor.  In  addition,  the  Notice  of  Intent 
will  state  thatrthe  debtor  has  a  right, 
during  such  pieriod,  to  present  evidence 
that  all  or  part  of  the  debt  is  not  past- 
due  or  legally  enforceable.  This  rule  also 
establishes  procedures  for  the  debtor 
who  intends  to  present  such  evidence. 

Executive  Order  12291 
This  rule  has  been  reviewed  in 
accordance  with  Executive  Order  12291. 
The  rule  is  not  classified  as  a  major  rule 
because  it  does  not  have  the  gross 
effects  on  the  economy.  States,  or  the 
public  which  are  required  to  classify  the 
rule  as  ’’major”  and  to  warrant 
preparation  of  a  formal  regulatory 
impact  analysis. 

Executive  Order  12612 
Executive  Order  12612  requires  that 
regulations  or  rules  be  reviewed  for 
direct  effects  on  States,  on  the 
relationship  between  the  national 
Government  and  the  States,  or  on  the 
distribution  of  power  among  various 
levels  of  Government.  If  there  are 
sufficient  substantial  direct  effects,  then 


E.0. 12612  requires  preparation  of  a 
federalism  assessment  to  be  used  in  all 
decisions  involved- in  promulgating  or 
implementing  a  regulation  or  rule. 

*11118  regulation  applies  to  private 
persons  and  does  not  affect  any 
traditional  State  function.  There  are, 
therefore,  no  substantial  direct  efrects 
requiring  evaluation  or  assessment 
under  E.0. 12612. 

Public  Comments 

Pursuant  to  the  agreement  between 
the  IRS,  the  Financial  Management 
Service,  and  the  DOC  regarding  the 
DOC’s  participation  in  the  Tax  Refund 
Offset  Program  for  1994,  the  DOC  is 
required  to  have  promulgated 
regulations  regarding  referral  of  debts  to 
the  IRS  for  tax  refund  offset  prior  to  the 
DOC’s  participation  in  the  program.  The 
DOC  is  issuing  interim  final  regulations 
to  take  effect  today  in  order  to  fulfill 
that  requirement.  'The  advance  notice, 
opportunity  for  prior  public  comment, 
and  thirty  (30)  day  delayed  effectiveness 
requirements  of  5  U.S.C.  553  do  not 
apply  to  this  interim  final  rule,  or  are 
imnecessary  because  it  is  primarily 
procedural  and,  to  the  extent  it  is  not, 
it  merely  restates  existing  provisions  of 
statutory  law.  Moreover,  issuance  of 
immediately  effective  interim  final 
regulations  does  not  prejudice  the  due 
process  rights  of  debtors  and  is  essential 
in  order  to  participate  in  the  1994 
program.  Written  comments  are 
solicited  for  sixty  (60)  days  after 
publication  of  this  document.  A  final 
document  discussing  any  comments 
received  and  revisions  required  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  as 
soon  as  possible. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

For  the  reasons  explained  above,  no 
statute  requires  prior  notice  and 
opportunity  for  public  comment  for  this 
interim  rule.  Therefore,  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  does  not  apply. 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

This  rule  does  not  contain 
information  collection  requirements 
subject  to  the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act. 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

Promulgation  of  this  rule  does  not 
represent  a  major  Federal  action  with 
significant  environmental  assessment  or 
environmental  impact  statement  under 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  4321  et 
sq.)  is  not  required. 

Other  Matters 

These  procedures  are  being  codified 
in  the  Department’s  regulations  for 
general  information  and  are  pursuant  to 
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statutory  requirements  regarding 
publication  of  rules  of  procedure  in  the 
Federal  Register.  5  U.S.C.  553(a)(1)(C). 
However,  the  procedures  described  in 
the  rule  will  be  utilized  before  the  rule 
becomes  effective  with  respect  to 
persons  who  are  provided  actual  notice 
of  the  procedures  through  the  notices 
required  under  the  regulations.  See  5 
U.S.C.  552(a)(1). 

List  of  Subjects  in  15  CFR  Part  19 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Claims. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Department  of  Commerce  hereby 
amends  title  15  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  by  adding  a  new  part  19  as 
set  forth  below. 

PART  19-REFERRAL  OF  DEBTS  TO 
THE  IRS  FOR  TAX  REFUND  OFFSET 

Sec. 

19.1  Purpose. 

19.2  Applicability  and  scope. 

19.3  Administrative  charges. 

19.4  Notice  requirement  before  offset. 

19.5  Review  within  the  Department. 

19.6  Departmental  determination. 

19.7  Stay  of  offset. 

Authority:  31  U.S.C.  3720A:  Public  Law 
98-369;  98  Stat.  1153. 

f19.1  Purpose. 

This  part  establishes  procedures  for 
the  Department  of  Commerce  (DCX3)  to 
refer  past-due  debts  to  the  Internal 
Revenue  Service  (IRS)  for  offset  against 
the  income  tax  refunds  of  persons  owing 
debts  to  the  DOC.  It  specifies  the  agency 
procedures  and  the  rights  of  the  debtor 
applicable  to  claims  for  payment  of 
debts  owed  to  the  DOC. 

i  1 9.2  Applicability  and  scope. 

(a)  These  regulations  implement  31 
U.S.C.  3720A  which  authorizes  the  IRS 
to  reduce  a  tax  refund  by  the  amount  of 
a  past-due  legally  enforceable  debt  owed 
to  the  United  States. 

(b)  For  purposes  of  this  section,  a 
past-due  legally  enforceable  debt 
referable  to  the  IRS  is  a  debt  which  is 
owed  to  the  United  States  and: 

(1)  Except  in  the  case  of  a  judgment 
debt,  has  been  delinquent  for  at  least 
three  months  but  has  not  been 
delinquent  for  more  than  ten  years  at 
the  time  the  offset  is  made; 

(2)  Cannot  be  currently  collected 
pursuant  to  the  salary  offset  provisions 
of  5  U.S.C.  5514(a)(1): 

(3)  Is  ineligible  for  administrative 
offset  under  31  U.S.C.  3716(a)  by  reason 
of  31  U.S.C.  3716(c)(2)  or  cannot  be 
collected  by  administrative  offset  under 
31  U.S.C.  3716(a)  by  the  Department 
against  amounts  payable  to  or  on  behalf 
of  the  debtor  by  or  on  behalf  of  the 
Department; 


(4)  With  respect  to  which,  the  DOC 
has  given  the  taxpayer  at  least  60  days 
from  the  date  of  notification  to  present 
evidence  that  all  or  part  of  the  debt  is 
not  past-due  or  legally  enforceable,  the 
DOC  has  consider^  evidence  presented 
by  such  taxpayer,  and  has  determined 
that  an  amoxmt  of  such  debt  is  past-due 
and  legally  enforceable; 

(5)  Has  been  disclosed  by  the  DOC  to 
a  consumer  reporting  agency  as 
authorized  by  31  U.S.C.  3711(f),  unless 
a  consumer  reporting  agency  would  be 

rohibited  from  using  such  information 
y  15  U.S.C.  1681c,  or  unless  the 
amount  of  the  debt  does  not  exceed 
$100.00; 

(6)  With  respect  to  which,  the  DOC 
has  notified  or  has  made  a  reasonable 
attempt  to  notify  the  taxpayer  that  the 
debt  is  past-due  and,  unless  repaid 
within  60  days  thereafter,  will  be 
referred  to  the  IRS  for  offset  against  any 
overpayment  of  taxes; 

(7)  Is  at  least  $25.00; 

(8)  With  respect  to  which,  all  other 
requirements  of  31  U.S.C.  3720A  and 
the  Department  of  the  Treasury 
regulations  codified  at  26  CFR 
301.6402-6  relating  to  the  eligibility  of 
a  debt  for  tax  refund  offset  have  been 
satisfied. 

$19.3  Administrative  charges. 

In  accordance  with  4  CFR  part  102,  all 
administrative  charges  incurred  in 
connection  with  the  referral  of  a  debt  to 
the  IRS  shall  be  assessed  on  the  debt 
and  thus  increase  the  amoimt  of  the 
offset. 

§  19.4  Notice  requirement  before  offset 
A  request  for  a  reduction  of  an  IRS  tax 
refund  will  be  made  only  after  the  EKDC 
makes  a  determination  that  an  amoimt 
is  owed  and  past-due  and  provides  the 
debtor  with  sixty  (60)  days  written 
notice.  The  DOC’s  notice  of  intention  to 
collect  by  IRS  tax  refund  offset  (Notice 
of  Intent)  will  include: 

(A)  The  amount  of  the  debt; 

(b)  A  statement  that  unless  the  debt  is 
repaid  within  sixty  (60)  days  from  the 
date  of  the  DOC’s  Notice  of  Intent,  DOC 
intends  to  collect  the  debt  by  requesting 
that  the  IRS  reduce  any  amounts 
payable  to  the  debtor  as  refunds  of 
Federal  taxes  paid  by  an  amount  equal 
to  the  amount  of  the  debt  plus 
accumulated  interest  and  other  charges; 

(c)  A  statement  that  the  debtor  has  the 
right  to  present  evidence  that  all  or  part 
of  the  debt  is  not  pass-due  or  legally 
enforceable; 

(d)  A  mailing  address  for  forwarding 
any  written  correspondence  and  a 
contact  name  and  phone  number  for  any 
questions. 


$  19.5  Review  within  the  Department 

(a)  Notification  by  debtor.  A  debtor 
who  receives  a  Notice  of  Intent  has  the 
right  to  present  evidence  that  all  or  part 
of  the  debt  is  not  past-due  or  not  legally 
enforceable.  To  exercise  this  right,  the 
debtor  must: 

(1)  Send  a  vnitten  request  for  a  review 
of  the  evidence  to  the  address  provided 
in  the  notice. 

(2)  State  in  the  request  the  amount 
disputed  and  the  reasons  why  the 
debtor  believes  that  the  debt  is  not  past- 
due  or  legally  enforceable. 

(3)  Include  in  the  request  any 
documents  which  the  debtor  wishes  to 
be  considered  or  state  that  additional 
information  will  be  submitted  within 
the  remainder  of  the  sixty  (60)  day 
period. 

(b)  Submission  of  evidence.  The 
debtor  may  submit  evidence  showing 
that  all  or  part  of  the  debt  is  not  past- 
due  or  not  legally  enforceable  along 
with  the  notification  required  by 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section.  Failure  to 
submit  the  notification  and  evidence 
within  sixty  (60)  days  will  result  in  an 
automatic  referral  of  the  debt  to  the  IRS 
without  further  action  by  the  DCX^. 

(c)  Review  of  the  evidence.  DCX]  will 
consider  all  available  evidence  related 
to  the  debt.  Within  30  days  of  the 
debtor’s  complete  and  timely  response, 
if  feasible,  DOC  will  notify  the  debtor 
whether  DOC  has  sustain^,  amended, 
or  canceled  its  determination  that  the 
debt  is  past-due  and  legally  enforceable. 

§19.6  Departmental  determination. 

(a)  Following  review  of  the  evidence, 
DOC  will  issue  a  written  decision  which 
will  include  the  supporting  rationale  for 
the  decision. 

(b)  If  DOC  either  sustains  or  amends 
its  determination,  it  shall  notify  the 
debtor  of  its  intent  to  refer  the  debt  to 
the  IRS  for  offset  against  the  debtor’s 
Federal  income  tax  refund.  If  DOC 
cancels  its  original  determination,  the 
debt  will  not  ^  referred  to  the  IRS. 

$19.7  SteyofoffaaL 

If  the  debtor  timely  notifies  the  E)OC 
that  he  or  she  is  exercising  the  right 
described  in  §  19.5(a)  and  timely 
submits  evidence  in  accordance  with 
§  19.5(b),  any  notice  to  the  IRS  will  be 
stayed  until  the  issuance  of  a  written 
decision  which  sustains  or  amends  the 
DOC’s  original  determination. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  July  15, 
1993. 

Qyde  G.  McShao,  U, 

Deputy  Chief  Financial  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17757  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  amj 
MUJNQ  cooe  X10-17-M 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 
19  CFR  Pert  4 

VesMi  Repair  Applications  for  Relief 
from  Duty 

AGENCY:  Customs  Service.  Department 
of  the  Treasury. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  amends  the 
Customs  Regulations  to  increase  the 
monetary  jurisdictional  authority  of  the 
three  Customs  Regicmal  Vessel  Repair 
Liquidation  Units  to  decide  whether  to 
approve  or  disapprove  certain 
applications  for  relief  from  the 
assessment  of  duties  imder  the  vessel 
repair  statute.  The  increased  authority  is 
effective  only  in  cases  in  which 
specifically  applicable  Customs 
Headquarters  precedent  exists.  The 
efiect  of  the  amendment  will  be  to 
expedite  the  disposition  of  routine  cases 
and  ensure  earlier  collection  of  vessel 
repair  duties. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  25. 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Bruce  Friedman,  Office  of  Trade 
Operations,  202-927-0300  (opmational 
matters),  or  Larry  L.  Burton,  202-482- 
6940  (legal  matters). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION: 
Background 

Section  1466  of  title  19  of  the  United 
States  Code  provides  that  a  duty  of  50 
per  cent  ad  valorem  i|J|a11  be  assessed 
upon  the  value  of  repairs  accomplished 
outside  of  the  United  States  on  certain 
American-flag  vessels.  The  statute  itself 
as  well  as  numerous  judicial  and 
administrative  interpretations  provide 
exceptions  to  the  assessment  of  duty 
under  specific  circumstances. 

The  statutory  mandate  is 
implemented  under  §  4.14  of  the 
Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR  4.14), 
which  provides  the  necessary  working 
giiidelines  for  Customs  as  well  as  vessel 
operators.  Among  the  matters  set  forth 
in  section  4.14  are  the  procedures  for 
seeking  administrative  refund  or 
remission  of  assessed  duty.  Necessary 
evidence  is  gathered  in  one  of  three 
Vessel  Repair  Liquidation  Units;  the 
units  are  located  in  the  New  York 
Customs  Region  (New  York,  New  York), 
the  South  Central  Customs  Region  (New 
Orleans,  Louisiana),  and  the  Pacific 
Customs  Region  (San  Francisco).  Each 
of  these  locations  is  presently 
empowered  to  consider  and  decide 
initial  requests  for  duty  refund  or 


remission  (Application  fm  Relief)  when 
there  exists  (^ar  Customs  Headquarters 
precedent  regarding  the  matter  under 
consideration  and  when  the  decision 
will  result  in  a  refund  or  remission  of 
less  than  $2,500  in  duty  (19  CFR 
4.14(cK2)). 

Section  4.14  was  significantly  revised 
in  1980  by  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  Treasury  Decision  80-237 
(45  FR  46560),  September  30. 1980.  The 
Customs  field  jurisdictional  amoimt  was 
first  made  a  part  of  the  Customs 
Regulations  with  that  publication.  At 
that  time,  the  limit  for  field 
determination  was  set  at  $2,500  because 
to  set  it  at  a  higher  suggested  limit 
would  “preclude  a  central  review  of 
m^or  issues'*  by  Customs  Headquarters. 

(rirer  the  intervening  years,  the  cost  of 
foreign  shipyard  operations  which  give 
rise  to  “major  issues”  has  been 
significantly  inflated.  In  consideration 
of  this  factor,  together  with  the 
development  of  necessary  Customs 
expertise  outside  of  Headquarters, 
Customs  proposed  in  a  document 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (57 
FR  40627)  on  September  4, 1992,  that  it 
was  appropriate  that  the  jurisdictional 
limitation  for  determinations  in  the 
Regional  Vessel  Repair  Liquidation 
Units  be  increased  to  $50,000  in  cases 
in  which  there  exists  clear  Customs 
Headquarters  precedent. 

Discussion  of  Conunmits 

Three  comments  were  received  in 
response  to  the  published  proposal. 

Two  of  the  comments  expressed  general 
support  for  the  proposal  but  raised 
certain  concerns,  lire  third  comment 
suggested  that  monetary  limitations  not 
be  determinative  for  purposes  of 
forwarding  vessel  repair  cases  to 
Customs  Headquarters  for  review.  A 
discussion  of  the  comments  follows. 

The  first  commenter  suggests  that 
there  be  no  monetary  limitation  at  all 
placed  upon  jurisdictional 
determinations  concerning  the 
disposition  of  Applications  for  Relief 
hem  the  assessment  of  vessel  repair 
duties. 

As  indicated  earlier,  increase  in  the 
field  jurisdiction  from  $2,500  to  a  new 
limit  of  $50,000  was  proposed  to  take 
into  account  modern  commercial 
realities  as  well  as  development  of 
expertise  outside  of  Headquarters.  The 
new  amount  would  represent  a  twenty¬ 
fold  increase  in  field  unit  monetary 
authority.  While  Customs  believes  this 
increase  is  justified,  it  still  believes  a 
monetary  limit  is  necessary  to  permit  a 
central  review  of  duty  issues  that  exceed 
$50,000. 

The  second  commmter  appreciates 
the  attempt  to  expedite  the  processing  of 


entries  by  retaining  more  of  them  for 
processing  outside  of  Customs 
Headquarters,  but  questions  the 
readiness  of  the  thiw  regional 
liquidation  units  to  handle  the 
increased  delegation.  It  is  urged  that 
while  increasing  field  authority. 
Headquarters  should  institute  a  quality 
assurance  mechanism  to  ensure  proper 
field  disposition  of  Applications  for 
Relief. 

It  should  be  remembered  that  the 
increase  in  field  jurisdiction  is  intended 
to  go  only  to  the  consideration  of 
Applications  for  Relief,  the  first  of  three 
administrative  relief  vehicles  available 
to  vessel  operators.  Mechanisms  are 
already  built  into  the  process  in  the 
form  of  Petitions  for  Review  and 
Protests.  These  are  utilized  by  vessel 
operators  who  may  wish  to  appeal  an 
adverse  determination  rendered  on  an 
Application  for  Relief.  No  change  in  the 
regulation  as  proposed  is  required. 

The  third  and  final  commenter 
supports  the  increase  in  field  authority, 
but  is  concerned  that  it  may  not  receive 
sufficient  information  regarding 
decisions  by  the  field  as  to  why  a 
particular  item  for  which  relief  is  sought 
is  considered  dutiable.  Further,  it  is 
suggested  that  a  time  limit  be  placed  on 
the  Customs  processing  of  Applications 
for  Relief. 

It  is  our  experience  that  the  field  imits 
are  most  responsive  to  inquiries  from 
vessel  operators  regarding  the 
justification  for  a  particular 
determination.  Customs  Headquarters 
has  not  heard  complaints  from  vessel 
operators  about  any  lack  of  cooperation 
or  the  withholding  of  needed 
information  by  field  units.  We  believe 
that  the  field  units  do  a  creditable  job 
in  supplying  any  necessary  information 
to  vessel  operators.  Finally,  we  believe 
that  the  imposition  of  any  time  limits  as 
suggested  would  be  unworkable  since 
long  delays  often  occur  in  the 
submission  of  vital  information  by  the 
vessel  operators  themselves.  We  believe 
that  there  are  not  any  intentional  delays 
on  the  part  of  any  party  to  the  process, 
and  are  convinced  that  Customs  is 
processing  applications  as  soon  as 
possible  given  constraints  imposed  by 
workloads  and  staffing  levels.  No 
changes  are  required  in  the  regulations 
as  proposed. 

Conclusion 

After  careful  consideration  of  the 
comments  received  and  further  review 
of  the  matter,  it  has  been  determined 
that  the  amendment  as  proposed  should 
be  adopted  without  change. 
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Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5  U.S.C.  601 
et  seq.),  it  is  certified  that  the 
amendments  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  Accordingly, 
they  are  not  subject  to  the  regulatory 
analysis  or  other  requirements  of  5 
U.S.C.  603  and  604. 

Executive  Order  12291 

This  document  does  not  meet  the 
criteria  for  a  “major  rule”  as  specified 
in  E.0. 12291.  Accordingly,  no 
regulatory  impact  analysis  has  been 
prepared. 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  author  of  this  document 
was  Larry  L.  Burton,  Carrier  Rulings 
Branch,  U.S.  Customs  Service.  However, 
personnel  fi^m  other  Customs  offices 
participated  in  its  development. 

List  of  Subjects  in  19  CFR  Part  4 

Customs  duties  and  inspection, 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements,  Vessels. 

Amendment  to  the  Regulations 

Part  4,  Customs  Regulations  (19  CFR 
part  4),  is  amended  as  set  forth  below. 

PART  4— VESSELS  IN  FOREIGN  AND 
DOMESTIC  TRADES 

1.  The  general  authority  citation  for 
part  4,  and  the  specific  authority 
citation  for  §  4.14  continues  to  read  as 
fellows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  301;  19  U.S.C  66. 

1624;  46  U.S.C.  App.  3; 

***** 

Section  4.14  also  issued  under  19  U.S.C 
1466, 1498; 

***** 

14.14  [AnwndMf] 

2.  Section  4.14  (c)  (2)  is  amended  by 
removing  both  references  to  “$2,500“ 
where  they  appear  in  the  paragraph,  and 
inserting  in  their  places  references  to 
“$50,000.” 

George  J.  Weise, 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  July  1, 1993. 

Ronald  K.  Noble, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17689  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 
MUJNQ  cooc  4aao-o»-a 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
21  CFR  Part  175 
[DockM  No.  91F-0413] 

Indirect  Food  Additives;  Adhesives 
and  Components  of  Costings 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 

ms. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  amending  the 
food  additive  regulations  to  provide  for 
the  safe  use  of  1-hexene  as  a  monomer 
for  polymer  resins  intended  for  use  as 
adhesives  for  articles  or  components  of 
articles  contacting  food.  This  action 
responds  to  a  food  additive  petition 
filed  by  Eastman  Chemical  Co. 

DATES:  Effective  July  26, 1993;  written 
objections  and  requests  for  a  heeiring  by 
August  25, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  written  objections  to 
the  Dockets  Management  Branch  (HFA- 
305),  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
rm.  1-23, 12420  Parklawn  Dr., 

Rockville.  MD  20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Mitchell  Cheeseman,  Center  for  Food 
Safety  and  Applied  Nutrition  (HFS- 
216),  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 

200  C  St.  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20204, 
202-254-9511. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In  a  notice 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
November  29, 1991  (56  FR  61022),  FDA 
announced  that  a  food  additive  petition 
(FAP  1B4292)  had  been  filed  by 
Eastman  Chemical  Co.,  P.O.  Box  511, 
Kingsport.  TN  37662,  proposing  that 
§  175.105  Adhesives  (21  CFR  175.105) 
be  amended  to  provide  for  the  safe  use 
of  1-hexene  as  a  monomer  for  polymer 
resins  used  as  adhesives  for  articles  or 
components  of  articles  contacting  food. 

FDA  has  evaluated  data  in  the 
petition  and  other  relevant  material.  The 
agency  concludes  that  the  proposed  use 
of  1-hexene  is  safe  and  that  §  175.105 
should  be  amended  as  set  forth  below. 

In  accordance  with  §  171.1(h)  (21  CFR 
171.1(h)),  the  petition  end  the 
documents  that  FDA  considered  and 
relied  upon  in  reaching  its  decision  to 
approve  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  the  Center  for  Food  Safety 
and  Applied  Nutrition  by  appointment 
with  the  information  contact  person 
listed  above.  As  provided  in  21  CFR 
171.1(h).  the  agency  will  delete  firom  the 
documents  any  materials  that  are  not 
available  for  public  disclosure  before 
making  the  documents  available  for 
inspection. 


The  agency  has  carefully  considered 
the  potential  environmental  efiects  of 
this  action.  FDA  has  concluded  that  the 
action  will  not  have  a  significant  impact 
on  the  human  environment,  and  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
required.  The  agency’s  finding  of  no 
significant  impact  and  the  evidence 
supporting  that  finding,  contained  in  an 
environmental  assessment,  may  be  seen 
in  the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
(address  above)  between  9  a.m.  and  4 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely 
affected  by  this  regulation  may  at  any 
time  on  or  before  August  25, 1993  file 
with  the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
(address  above)  written  objections 
thereto.  Each  objection  shall  be 
separately  numbered,  and  each 
numbered  objection  shall  specify  with 
particularity  the  provisions  of  the 
regulation  to  which  objection  is  made 
and  the  grounds  for  the  objection.  Each 
numbered  objection  on  which  a  hearing 
is  requested  shall  specifically  so  state. 
Failure  to  request  a  hearing  for  any 
particular  objection  shall  constitute  a 
waiver  of  the  right  to  a  hearing  on  that 
objection.  Each  numbered  objection  for 
which  a  hearing  is  requested  shall 
include  a  detailed  description  and 
analysis  of  the  specific  factual 
information  intended  to  be  presented  in 
support  of  the  objection  in  the  event 
that  a  hearing  is  held.  Failure  to  include 
such  a  description  and  analysis  for  any 
particular  objection  shall  constitute  a 
waiver  of  the  right  to  a  hearing  on  the 
objection.  Three  copies  of  all  documents 
shall  be  submitted  and  shall  be 
identified  with  the  docket  number 
found  in  brackets  in  the  heading  of  this 
document.  Any  objections  received  in 
response  to  the  regulation  may  be  seen 
in  the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday. 

List  of  Subjects  in  21  CFR  Part  17S 

Adhesives,  Food  additives.  Food 
packaging. 

Therefore,  under  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  and  under 
authority  delegated  to  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  and  redelegated  to 
the  Director,  Center  for  Food  Safety  and 
Applied  Nutrition,  21  CFR  part  175  is 
amended  as  follows; 

PART  175-4ND1RECT  FOOD 
ADDITIVES:  ADHESIVES  AND 
COMPONENTS  OF  COATINGS 

l.The  authority  citation  for  21  CFR 
part  175  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Secs.  201, 402, 409,  721  of  the 
Federal  Fo^,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (21 
U.S.C  321,  342,  348,  379e). 
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2.  Sectimi  175.105  is  amraded  in  the 
table  in  paragraph  (c)(5)  by 
alphab^cally  adding  a  new  entry  under 
the  heading  “Subetances”  and  the 

subheading  “Polymers:  HcHnopolymers 
and  copolymers  of  the  following 
monomers:”  to  read  as  follows; 

f  175.105  Adheelvee. 

•  *  *  •  • 

(c)  *  *  • 

(5)  *  *  * 

Substances 

Limitations 

•  •  •  • 

Polymers;  Homopotyrnsrs  and  copolymers  of  the  foUowIng  mortomers: 

•  •  •  M 

• 

• 

• 

l-Hexane  (CAS  Reg.  No.  502-41-6). 

•  • 

•  • 

• 

• 

Dated:  July  13, 1993. 

Janice  F.  OUvar, 

Acting  DiT9Ctor,  Center  fi)r  Food  Safety  and 
ApplM  Nutrition. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17663  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
MUJNQ  cooc  4iae-ei-F 


PEACE  CORPS 
22  CFR  Part  308 

Complianca  With  Privacy  Act  of  1974: 
New  System  of  Records— Exemption; 
Office  of  Inspector  General 
Investigative  Flies  and  Records 

AGENCY:  Peace  Corps  of  the  United 
States. 

ACTION;  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  On  June  1, 1963,  the  Peace 
Corps  published  for  notice  and 
comment  a  proposed  rule  to  exempt  a 
system  of  record  from  certain 
provisions  of  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974,  5 
U.S.C.  S52a,  to  the  extent  that  the 
system  contains  investigatory  material 
pertaining  to  the  enforcement  of 
criminal  laws  or  compiled  for  law 
enforcement  purposes.  The  system  of 
records  to  be  exempted  contains  the 
investigative  files  and  records  of  the 
Office  of  Inspector  General  of  the  Peace 
Corps  (OIG).  (See  58  FR  31181.)  The 
Peace  Corps  did  not  receive  any 
comments  on  the  proposed  rule. 
Therefore,  the  Peace  Corps  has 
exempted  this  system  of  records  fiom 
certain  provisions  of  the  Privacy  Act. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  26, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Margaret  Aira,  Legal  Counsel,  Office  of 
Inspector  General,  Room  5300, 1990  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20526. 
Telephone:  (202)  606-3320.  TDD  (202) 
606-1313  for  party  relay  message. 
Copies  of  this  notice  may  be  obtained  in 
an  alternate  format  upon  request. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  June  1, 
1993,  the  Peace  Corps  published  a 
notice  proposing  to  establish  a  new 


system  of  records  under  the  Privacy  Act 
of  1974  and  to  exempt  this  system  of 
records  from  certain  provisions  of  the  . 
Privacy  Act  (58  FR  31223).  The  system, 
entitled  the  Office  of  Inspector  General 
Investigative  Files  and  Records, 
contains  material  pertaining  to  the 
enforcement  of  criminal  laws  and 
compiled  for  law  enforcement  purposes. 
The  Director  of  the  Peace  Corps  has  now 
exempted  this  new  system  of  records 
from  specified  provisions  of  the  Privacy 
Act. 

Section  (j)(2)  of  the  Privacy  Act 
provides  that  ffie  head  of  an  agency  may 
promulgate  rules  to  exempt  any  system 
of  recoil  within  the  agency  from  any 
part  of  section  552a,  except  subsections 
(b),  (c)(1)  and  (2),  (e)(4)(A)  through  (F). 
(e)(6),  (7),  (9),  (10),  and  (11),  and  (i),  if 
the  system  of  records  is  maintained  by 
“the  agency  or  component  thereof 
which  performs  as  its  principal  function 
any  activity  pertaining  to  enforcement 
of  criminal  laws”  and  includes:  “(A) 
Information  compiled  for  the  purpose  of 
identifying  individual  criminal 
offenders  and  alleged  offenders  and 
consisting  only  of  identifying  data  and 
notations  of  arrests,  the  nature  and 
disposition  of  criminal  charges, 
sentencing,  confinement,  release  and 
peirole  and  probation  status;  (B) 
information  compiled  for  the  purpose  of 
criminal  investigation,  including  reports 
of  informants  and  investigators  and 
associated  with  an  identifiable 
individual;  or  (C)  reports  identifiable  to 
an  individual  compiled  at  any  stage  of 
the  process  of  enforcement  of  the 
criminal  laws  from  arrest  or  indictment 
through  release  from  supervision.” 
Section  552a(k)(2)  of  the  Privacy  Act 
also  provides  that  the  head  of  an  agency 
may  promulgate  rules  to  exempt  any 
system  of  records  within  the  agency 
^m  sections  552a(c)(3),  (d),  (e)(1), 
(e)(4)(G)  through  (1),  and  (0  of  the  Act, 
if  the  system  of  records  is  “investigatory 
materid  compiled  for  law  enforcement 
purposes.” 


If  a  system  of  records  is  not  exempted 
from  these  sections,  the  Privacy  Act 
generally  requires  the  agency  to; 
Account  for  disclosures;  permit 
individuals  access  to  their  records; 
permit  individuals  to  request 
amendment  to  their  records;  maintain 
only  necessary  or  relevant  information 
in  its  system  of  records;  publish  certain 
information  in  the  Federal  Register,  and 
promulgate  rules  that  establish 
procedures  for  notice  and  disclosure  of 
records.  The  exemptions  that  may  be 
asserted  with  respect  to  investigatory 
systems  of  records  permit  an  agency  to 
protect  information  when  disclosure 
would  interfere  with  the  conduct  of  the 
agency’s  investigations. 

The  Office  of  Inspector  General 
Investigative  Files  and  Records  contain 
information  of  the  type  desfTibed  in  the 
above  mentioned  exemptions  to  the 
Privacy  Act.  The  Inspector  General  Act 
of  1978,  as  amended  (5  U.S.C.  App.  3), 
authorizes  the  Inspector  General  of  the 
Peace  Corps  to  conduct  investigations  to 
detect  fraud  and  abuse  in  the  programs 
and  operations  of  the  Peace  Corps  and 
to  assist  in  the  prosecution  of 
participants  in  such  fraud  or  abuse.  The 
Peace  Corps  Office  of  Inspector  General 
maintains  information  in  this  system  of 
records  pursuant  to  its  law  enforcement 
and  criminal  investigation  functions. 
Exemptions  under  sections  552(j)(2)  and 
(k)(2)  are  necessary  to  maintain  the 
integrity  and  confidentiality  of  the 
investigative  files  and  to  protect 
individuals  from  harm.  Disclosure  of 
information  in  these  investigatory  files 
or  disclosure  of  the  identity  of 
confidential  sources  would  seriously 
undermine  the  efiectiveness  of  the 
Inspector  General’s  investigations. 
Knowledge  of  such  investigations  also 
could  enable  suspects  to  take  action  to 
prevent  detection  of  criminal  activities, 
conceal  or  destroy  evidence,  or  escape 
prosecution.  Disclosure  of  this 
information  could  lead  to  intimidation 
of,  or  harm  to,  informants,  witnesses. 
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investigative  personnel  and  their 
families.  The  imposition  of  certain 
restrictions  on  the  manner  in  which 
information  is  collected,  verified,  or 
retained  could  significantly  impede  the 
effectiveness  of  the  investigations  of  the 
Office  of  Inspector  General  and  could 
preclude  the  apprehension  and 
successful  prosecution  or  discipline  of 
persons  engaged  in  fiaud  or  other  illegal 
activity. 

For  these  reasons,  the  Peace  Corps  has 
exempted  the  system  of  records 
containing  the  Office  of  Inspector 
General  Investigative  Files  and  Records 
from  certain  provisions  of  the  Privacy 
Act.  Section  308.14  of  the  Peace  Corps 
regulations  (22  CFR  part  308)  previously 
was  promulgated  to  exempt  varioiis 
records  firom  certain  reqiiirements  of  the 
Privacy  Act.  In  connection  with  the 
establishment  of  the  system  of  records 
containing  the  investigative  files  of  the 
Office  of  Inspector  General,  the  Peace 
Corps  is  amending  §  308.14  by  revising 
the  introductory  paragraph  and  adding 
a  new  paragraph  (d). 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

Pursuant  to  section  605(b)  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  5  U.S.C. 
605(b),  the  Director  of  the  Peace  Corps 
certifies  that  this  rule  will  not  have'a 
significant  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities. 

Executive  Order  12291 

The  Peace  Corps  has  determined  that 
this  rule  is  not  a  “major  rule**  under 
Executive  Order  No.  12291  since  it  will 
not  have  an  annual  efiect  on  the 
economy  of  $100  million  or  more. 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980 

This  rule  has  been  examined  under 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980 
and  has  been  found  to  contain  no 
information  collection  requirements. 

Energy  and  Environment 
Considerations 

This  rule  does  not  significantly  affect 
either  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  or  the  conservation  of 
energy  resources. 

Executive  Order  12778 

This  rule  has  been  reviewed  under  the 
principles  set  forth  in  section  2  of 
Executive  Order  12778  (56  FR  55195)  on 
Civil  Justice  Reform.  The  Peace  Corps 
has  determined  that  this  rule  meets  the 
applicable  standards  of  section  2  of 
Executive  Order  12778. 

List  of  Subjects  in  22  CFR  part  308 

Privacy  Act,  report  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 


Accordingly,  the  Peace  Corps  hereby 
amends  22  CTO  ch.  m,  part  308  as 
follows: 

PART  308-6UIPUEMENTATION  OF  THE 
PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1074 

1.  The  authority  citation  of  part  308 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Aiithorit3r:  S  U.S.C  552a. 

2.  Section  308.14  is  amended  by 
revising  the  introductory  paragraph  and 
adding  a  new  paragraph  (d)  to  read  as 
follows: 

1 308.1 4  Specific  exemptions. 

Records  or  portions  of  records  in 
certain  record  systems  specified  in 
paragraphs  (a)  tluough  (c)  of  this  section 
shall  be  exempt  from  disclosure: 
Provided,  however,  That  no  such 
exemption  shall  apply  to  the  provisions 
of  §  308.12(a)  (maintaining  records  with 
accuracy,  completeness,  etc.  as 
reasonably  necessan  for  agency 
purposes);  §  308.12(b)  (collecting 
information  directly  from  the  individual 
to  whom  it  pertains):  $  308.12(c) 
(informing  individuals  asked  to  supply 
information  of  the  purposes  for  which  it 
is  collected  and  whether  it  is 
mandatory):  S  308.12(g)  (notifying  the 
subjects  of  records  disclosed  under 
compulsory  court  process); 

§  308.16(d)(3)  (informing  prior  recipient 
of  corrected  or  disputed  records): 

§  308.16(g)  (civil  remedies).  With  the 
above  eixceptions  the  following  material 
shall  be  exempt  from  disclosure  to  the 
extent  indicated: 

***** 

(d)  Records  in  the  Office  of  Inspector 
General  Investigative  Files  and  Records 
system  of  records  are  exempt  from 
certain  provisions  to  the  extent 
provided  hereinafter. 

(1)  To  the  extent  that  the  system  of 
records  pertains  to  the  enforcement  of 
criminal  laws,  the  Office  of  Inspector 
General  Investigative  Files  and  Records 
system  of  records  is  exempt  from  all 
sections  of  the  Privacy  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
552a)  except  the  following  sections:  (b) 
relating  to  conditions  of  disclosure: 

(c)(1)  and  (2)  relating  to  keeping  and 
maintaining  a  disclosure  accounting; 
(e)(4)(A)  through  (F)  relating  to 
publishing  a  system  notice  setting  the 
name,  location,  categories  of  individuals 
and  records,  routine  uses,  and  policies 
regarding  storage,  retrievability,  access 
controls,  retention  and  disposal  of  the 
records;  (e)(6),  (7),  (9),  (10),  and  (11) 
relating  to  dissemination  and 
maintenance  of  records  and  (i)  relating 
to  criminal  penalties.  This  system  of 
records  is  also  exempt  from  the 
provisions  of  §  308.11  through  §  308.17 


to  the  extent  that  the  provisions  of  these 
sections  conflict  with  this  paragraph. 

(1)  Authority:  5  U.S.C  552a(j)(2). 

(ii)  Reasons: 

(A)  To  prevent  interference  with  law 
enforcement  proceedings. 

(B)  To  avoid  unwarranted  invasion  of 

personal  privacy,  by  disclosure  of 
information  about  third  parties, 
including  other  subjects  of 
investigations,  investigators,  and 
witnesses.  * 

(C)  To  protect  the  identity  of  Federal 
employees  who  furnish  a  complaint  or 
information  to  OIG,  consistent  vdth 
section  7(b)  of  the  ffispector  General  Act 
of  1978,  as  amended,  5  U.S.C  App.  3. 

(D)  To  protect  the  confidentiality  of 
non-Federal  employee  sources  of 
information. 

(E)  To  assure  access  to  sources  of 
confidential  information,  including 
those  contained  in  Federal,  State,  and 
local  criminal  law  enforcement 
information  systems. 

(F)  To  prevent  disclosure  of  law 
enforcement  techniques  and  procedures. 

(G)  To  avoid  endangering  tne  life  or 
physical  safety  of  confidential  sources. 

(2)  To  the  extent  that  there  may  exist 
within  this  system  of  records 
investigative  files  compiled  for  law 
enforcement  purposes,  other  than 
material  within  the  scope  of  subsection 
(j)(2)  of  the  Privacy  Act,  the  OIG 
Investigative  Files  and  Records  system 
of  records  is  exempt  from  the  follovring 
sections  of  the  Privacy  Act:  (c)(3) 
relating  to  access  to  the  disclosure 
accounting;  (d)  relating  to  access  to 
records;  (e)(1)  relating  to  the  type  of 
information  maintained  in  the  records; 
(e)(4)  (G),  (H),  and  (1)  relating  to 
publishing  the  system  notice 
information  as  to  agency  procedures  for 
access  and  amendment,  and  information 
as  to  the  categories  of  sources  or 
records;  and  (f)  relating  to  developing 
agency  rules  for  gaining  access  and 
making  corrections.  Provided,  however. 
That  if  any  individual  is  denied  any 
right,  privilege,  or  benefit  that  they 
would  otherwise  be  entitled  by  Federal 
law.  or  for  which  they  would  otherwise 
be  eligible,  as  a  result  of  the 
meuntenance  of  such  material,  such 
material  shall  be  provided  to  such 
individual  except  to  the  extent  that  the 
disclosxire  of  such  material  would  reveal 
the  identity  of  a  source  who  furnished 
information  to  the  Government  imder  an 
express  promise  that  the  identity  of  the 
source  would  be  held  in  confidence,  or, 
prior  to  January  1, 1975,  under  an 
implied  promise  ffiat  the  identity  of  the 
source  would  be  held  in  confidence. 
This  system  of  records  is  also  exempt 
from  the  provisions  of  §  308.11  through 
§  308.17  to  the  extent  that  the  provisions 
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of  these  sections  conflict  with  this 
paragraph. 

(i)  Authority:  5  U.S.C  552a(k)(2) 

(ii)  Reasons: 

(A)  To  prevent  interference  with  law 
enforcement  proceedings. 

CB)  To  protect  investigatory  material 
compiled  for  law  enforcement  purposes. 

(C)  To  avoid  unwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy,  by  disclosure  of 
information  about  third  parties, 
including  other  subjects  of 
investigation,  law  enforcement 
personnel,  and  sources  of  information. 

(D)  To  fulfill  commitments  made  to 
protect  the  confidentiality  of  sources. 

(E)  To  protect  the  identity  of  Federal 
employees  who  furnish  a  complaint  or 
information  to  the  OIG,  consistent  with 
Section  7(b)  of  the  Inspector  General  Act 
of  1978,  as  amended.  5  U.S.C.  App.  3. 

(F)  To  assure  access  to  soiuces  of 
confidential  information,  including 
those  contained  in  Federal,  State,  and 
local  criminal  law  enforcement  systems. 

(H)  To  prevent  disclosiire  of  law 
enforcement  techniques  and  procedures. 

(I)  To  avoid  endangering  the  life  or 
physical  safety  of  confidential  sources 
and  law  enforcement  personnel. 

Dated:  July  14, 1993. 

John  P.  Hogan, 

Acting  Director.  Peace  Corps  of  the  United 
States. 

JFR  Doc.  93-17263  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNQ  CODE  a061-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

24  CFR  Parts  812, 905, 912,  and  960 

[Docket  No.  R-e»-1S96;  FR-3029-F-02] 

RIN  2501-AB63 

Occupancy  by  Single  Persons 

agency:  Office  of  the  Secretary.  HUD. 
ACTKm:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  eliminates  the 
restrictions  on  the  admission  to  public 
and  assisted  housing  of  any  single 
person  who  is  not  62  years  old  or  older, 
disabled,  handicapped,  displaced,  or  the 
remaining  member  of  a  tenant  family,  in 
accordance  with  section  573(a)  of  the 
National  Affordable  Housing  Act  of 
1990. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  25. 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Issues  related  to  part  812  (as  it  relates 
to  section  8  certificates,  vouchers,  and 
Mod  Rehab),  parts  905, 912  and  960: 
Casimir  Bonkowski,  Director,  Office  of 
Management  and  Policy,  Office  of 


Public  and  Indian  Housing,  room  4228, 
451  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington, 

DC  20410.  Telephone  (202)  708-0444.  A 
telecommimications  device  for  deaf 
persons  (TDD)  is  available  at  (202)  708- 
0850.  (These  are  not  toll-free  telephone 
numbers.) 

Issues  related  to  part  812  (as  it  relates 
to  the  other  section  8  programs):  James 
J.  Tahash,  Director,  Planning  and 
Procedures  Division,  Office  of 
Multifamily  Housing  Management, 
room  6182, 451  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20410,  Telephone  (202) 
708-3944.  A  telecommunications  device 
for  deaf  persons  (TDD)  is  available  at 
(202)  708-4594.  (These  are  not  toll-free 
telephone  numbers.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background 

This  rule  amends  24  CFR  parts  812, 
905, 912,  and  960  to  implement  section 
573(a)  of  the  National  Affordable 
Housing  Act  of  1990,  approved 
NovemW  28, 1990,  Public  Law  101- 
625  (NAHA).  Section  573(a)  of  NAHA 
amended  clause  (D)  of  section  3(b)(3)  of 
the  U.S.  Housing  Act  of  1937  to  include 
in  the  definition  of  “families’*  any 
“other  single  person"  who  is  not  62 
ears  old  or  older,  disabled, 
andicapped,  displaced,  or  the 
remaining  member  of  a  tenant  family. 
(Section  621  of  the  Housing  and 
Community  Development  Act  of  1992 
(approved  October  28. 1992,  Pub.  L. 
102-550)  further  revised  section  3(b)(3) 
of  the  U.S.  Housing  Act  of  1937. 
However,  this  rule  does  not  address 
those  changes.  The  Department  will  in 
the  future  issue  regulations 
implementing  section  621.) 

Before  the  NAHA  amendment,  in 
general  the  number  of  single  persons 
eligible  for  housing  assist^  under  the 
Act  who  were  not  62  years  old  or  older, 
disabled,  handicapped,  displaced,  or  the 
remaining  member  of  a  tenant  family 
was  limited  to  15  percent  of  the  units 
within  the  area  under  the  jurisdiction  of 
a  public  housing  agency.  (Section 
3(b)(3)  allowed  the  Secretary  to  increase 
this  limitation  to  30  percent  under 
limited  circumstances.)  Section  573(a) 
of  NAHA  eliminated  any  percentage 
limitation  on  the  number  of  single 
persons,  which  means  that  HUD 
approval  is  no  longer  necessary  to  house 
single  persons. 

The  NAHA  amendment  also  added  a 
new  restriction  on  the  admission  of  any 
single  person  to  housing  units  assisted 
under  the  Act.  Section  573(a)(1) 
provides  that  in  no  event  may  any  single 
erson  under  clause  (D)  be  provided  a 
ousing  unit  assisted  under  this  Act  of 
two  bedrooms  or  more. 


Today's  rule  only  eliminates  the  15% 
limitation  on  the  admission  of  single 
persons.  (The  Department’s  regulations 
never  implemented  the  30%  limitation.) 
The  Department  published  a  proposed 
rule  on  April  10. 1992  (57  FR 12686) 
which,  among  other  things,  would 
eliminate  the  15%  limitation  on  the 
admission  of  single  persons,  and  add  a 
restriction  on  unit  size  for  single 
persons.  'The  Department  will  publish  a 
final  rule  in  the  future  addressing  the 
restriction  on  unit  size  for  single 
persons,  and  other  pertinent  issues. 

In  the  proposed  rule,  the  Department 
stated  that  no  corresponding  change 
would  be  made  to  24  CFR  part  905, 
which  regulates  Indian  housing 
(including  the  Mutual  Help 
Homeownership  Opportunity  Program). 
The  reason  for  excluding  Incfian 
Housing  was  that  the  U.S.  Congress  did 
not  expressly  make  section  573  of 
NAHA  applicable  to  Indian  Housing 
Authorities  (IHAs),  as  required  under 
section  201(b)(2)  of  the  Indian  Housing 
Act  of  1988.  However,  section  103(b)  of 
the  Housing  and  Community 
Development  Act  of  1992,  expressly 
makes  section  573  of  NAHA  applicable 
to  IHAs.  Accordingly,  this  final  rule  is 

being  made  applicable  to  IHAs. 

« 

Other  Matters 

A.  Economic  Impact 

This  rule  does  not  constitute  a  “major 
rule"  as  that  term  is  defined  in  Section 
1(b)  of  Executive  Order  12291  on 
Federal  Regulation  issued  by  the 
President  on  February  17, 1981. 

Analysis  of  the  rule  indicates  that  it 
does  not  (1)  have  an  annual  effect  on  the 
economy  of  $100  million  or  more;  (2) 
cause  a  major  increase  in  cost  or  prices 
for  consumers,  individual  industries. 
Federal,  State  or  local  government 
agencies,  or  geographic  regions;  or  (3) 
have  a  significant  adverse  effect  on 
competition,  employment,  investment, 
productivity,  innovation,  or  on  the 
ability  of  United  States  based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterprises  in  domestic  or  export 
markets. 

B.  Envimnmental  Impact 

At  the  time  of  publication  of  the 
proposed  rule,  a  finding  of  no 
significant  impact  with  respect  to  the 
environment  was  made  in  accordance 
with  HUD  regulations  in  24  CFR  part  50 
that  implement  section  102(2)(C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (42  U.S.C.  4332).  This  final  rule  is 
not  a  significant  change  from  the 
proposed  rule.  Accordingly,  the  initial 
finding  of  no  significant  impact  remains 
applicable,  and  is  available  for  public 
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inspection  between  7:30  a.m.  and  5:30 
p.m.  weekdays  in  the  office  of  the  Rules 
Docket  Clerk.  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  room  10276,  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development,  451 
Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC 
20410. 

C.  Federalism 

The  General  Counsel,  as  the 
Designated  Official  under  section  6(a)  of 
Executive  Order  12612,  Federalism,  has 
determined  that  the  policies  contained 
in  this  rule  do  not  have  federalism 
implications  and.  thus,  are  not  subject 
to  review  imder  the  Order.  This  rule 
merely  makes  a  statutorily  required 
change  in  a  definition  that  will  not  have 
substantial,  direct  effects  on  States,  on 
their  political  subdivisions,  or  on  their 
relationship  with  the  Federal 
government,  or  on  the  distribution  of 
power  and  responsibilities  between 
them  and  other  levels  of  government. 

D.  Family  Impact 

The  General  Counsel,  as  the 
Designated  Official  imder  Executive 
Order  12606,  The  Family,  has 
determined  ffiat  this  rule  will  not  have 
a  potentially  significant  negative  impact 
on  family  formation,  maintenance,  and 
general  well-being,  and  thus,  is  not 
subject  to  review  under  the  Order.  The 
rule  serves  to  implement^  statutorily 
required  change  by  including  any  single 
person  in  the  definition  of  "family** 
under  the  United  States  Housing  Act  of 
1937.  Although  it  is  anticipated  that 
single  persons  will  benefit  from  this 
change  to  the  extent  that  it  results  in  an 
alleviation  of  homelessness  among  these 
individuals,  family  housing  will,  in 
general,  not  be  affected  because  the 
statute  does  not  permit  any  single 
person  to  be  provided  with  larger, 
family-sized  units  of  two  or  more 
bedrooms.  There  coiild  be  a  slight 
negative  impact  on  nonelderly  families 
consisting  of  two  individuals  who 
would  be  in  competition  for  one- 
bedroom  units  with  an  increased 
number  of  newly  eligible  single  persons. 
However,  this  potential  impact  should 
be  offset  by  the  anticipated  beneficial 
impact  in  alleviating  homelessness 
among  single  persons. 

E.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 
The  Secretary,  in  accordance  with  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
605(b)),  has  reviewed  this  rule  before 
publication  and  by  approving  it  certifies 
that  this  rule  does  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  The  rule  is 
only  an  implementation  of  a  statutory 
'  requirement  that  adjusts  the  way  the 
term  "family**  is  defined. 


This  final  rule  was  listed  as  Item  No. 
1403  in  the  Department*s  Semiannual 
Agenda  of  Regulations  published  on 
April  26, 1933  (58  FR 14382,  24401) 
under  Executive  Order  12291  and  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

List  of  Subjects 
24  CFR  Part  812 

Low  and  moderate  income  housing. 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

24  CFR  Part  905 

Aged.  Grant  programs — ^Indians,  Grant 
programs — Chousing  and  community 
development.  Handicapped.  Indians. 
Loan  programs — ^housing  and 
community  development.  Loan 
programs — Indians,  Low  and  moderate 
income  housing.  Public  housing. 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

24  CFR  Part  912 

Public  housing.  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

24  CFR  Part  960 

Aged.  Grant  programs — housing  and 
commimity  development.  Handicapped. 
Public  housing. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble,  parts  812, 905, 912  and  960 
of  title  24  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  are  amended  as  set  forth 
below: 

PART  812— DEFINITION  OF  FAMILY 
AND  OTHER  RELATED  TERMS; 
OCCUPANCY  BY  SINGLE  PERSON 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  812 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  1437a:  42  U.S.C 
3601-3619;  42  U.S.C  3535(d). 

2.  Section  812.1(a)(2)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

S  81 2.1  Purpose  and  applicability. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  Prescribes  criteria  and  procedures 
for  occupancy  by  any  Single  Person  not 
otherwise  eligible  by  reason  of 
qualification  as  an  Elderly  Family  or  as 
a  Displaced  Person  or  as  a  Disabled  or 
Handicapped  Person  or  as  the  remaining 
member  of  a  tenant  family. 

*  *  •  *  • 

3.  Section  812.3  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

S  81 2.3  Admission  of  single  persons — 
priority  to  elderly  arid  diaplsc^  persons. 

A  PHA  or  private  owner  shall  extend 
preference  to  Elderly  Families 
(including  Disabled  Persons  and 
Handicapped  Persons)  and  Displaced 
Persons  over  Single  Persons. 


4.  Section  812.4  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

1 812.4  Effect  of  contact  provisions. 

Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any 
contract  or  agreement  pursuant  to  the 
Act,  defining  terms  otherurise  than  as 
defined  in  §812.2,  PHAs  or  private 
owners  are  authorized  to  house  Single 
Persons. 

PART  905-4NDIAN  HOUSING 
PROGRAMS 

5.  The  authority  citation  for  part  905 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  1437aa-1437ee;  25 
U.S.C  450e(b):  42  U.S.C  3535(d). 

6.  Section  905.301  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (d)  and  (e)(4)  to  read 
as  follows: 

$905,301  Admission  policies. 
***** 

(d)  Admission  of  single  persons — 
priority  to  elderly  and  displaced 
persons.  An  IHA  shall  extend  preference 
to  Elderly  Families  (including  Disabled 
Persons  and  Handicapped  Persons)  and 
Displaced  Persons  over  Single  Persons. 

(e)  *  *  * 

(4)  If  an  IHA  elects  the  discretionary 
preference  in  paragraph  (e)(2)  of  this 
section,  the  IHA  must  follow  its  policies 
and  procedures  for  applying  the  Federal 
preferences  contained  in  §  905.305 
when  selecting  applicants  for  admission 
from  among  near  elderly  families.  Near 
elderly  families  that  do  not  qualify  for 
Federal  preference  and  that  are  given 
preference  for  admission  under  this 
section  over  other  non-elderly  families 
that  qualify  for  such  a  Federal 
preference  are  not  subject  to  the  10 
percent  limitation  on  admission  of 
families  without  a  Federal  preference 
over  families  Math  such  a  Federal 
preference  that  may  initially  receive 
assistance  in  any  one-year  period,  as  set 
out  in  §  905.305(b)(2)(ii).  If  a  near 
elderly  applicant  is  a  single  person,  the 
near  elderly  single  person  may  be  given 
a  preference  for  admission  over  other 
single  persons  to  projects  for  the  elderly. 
***** 

PART  912— DERNmON  OF  FAMILY 
AND  OTHER  RELATED  TERMS; 
OCCUPANCY  BY  ANY  SINGLE 
PERSON 

7.  The  authority  citation  for  part  912 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows; 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  1437a:  42  U.S.C. 
3601-3619;  42  U.S.C  3535(d). 

8.  Section  912.1(a)(2))  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 
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1912.1  Purpose  and  •pplieie>lllty. 

(a)  •  *  * 

(2)  Prescribes  criteria  and  procedures 
for  occupancy  by  any  Single  Person  not 
otherwise  eli^bla  by  reason  of 
qualification  as  an  ^derly  Family  or  as 
a  Displaced  Person  or  as  a  Disabled  or 
Hanmcapped  Person  or  as  the  remaining 
member  of  a  tenant  family. 
***** 

9.  Section  012.3  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows; 

1912.3  Admiaalon  of  single  persons— 
priority  to  sidorty  and  dispiacsd  persons. 

A  PHA  shall  extend  preference  to 
Elderly  Families  (including  Disabled 
Persons  and  Handicapped  Persons)  and 
Displaced  Persons  over  Single  Persons. 

10.  Section  912.4  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

1912.4  Effect  of  contract  provisions. 
Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  any 

contract  or  agreement  pursuant  to  the 
Act,  defining  terms  otherwise  than  as 
defined  in  §  912.1,  PHAs  or  private 
owners  are  authorized  to  house  Single 
Persons. 

PART  966-ADMiSSK)N  TO.  AND 
OCCUPANCY  OF,  PUBUC  HOUSING 

11.  The  authority  citation  for  part  960 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  1437a.  1437c.  1437d 
and  1437d:  42  U.S.C  3535(d). 

12.  In  §  960.409,  paragraph  (e)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

1960.409  Other  prsfsrsncss;  single 
person  occupancy. 
***** 

(e)  If  a  Near  Elderly  applicant  is  a 
Single  Person,  as  that  term  is  defined  in 
§  912.2  of  this  chapter,  the  Near  Elderly 
Single  Person  may  be  given  a  preference 
for  admission  over  other  Single  Persons 
to  projects  for  the  elderly. 

Dated:  May  24. 1993. 

Henry  G.  Cisnoroa. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  93-17575  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  4>10-aS-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Coast  Guard 

33  CFR  Parts  154  and  155 
{COO  92-027] 

RIN211S-AE20 

Marking  of  Transfer  Hoaaa  for 
Hazardous  Matarlala 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 


ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Coast  Guard  is  revising 
its  transfer  hose  marking  regulations  for 
hazardous  materials.  The  current 
regulations,  which  require  each  hose  to 
be  marked  with  a  list  of  each  product 
transferred  through  the  hose,  are 
impractical.  This  rulemaking  allows  an 
alternative  for  hose  marking  that  is  more 
effective  and  easier  to  maintain. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  25. 1993. 
ADDRESSES:  Unless  otherwise  indicated, 
documents  referenced  in  this  preamble 
are  available  for  inspection  or  copying 
at  the  office  of  the  Executive  Secretary. 
Marine  Safety  Council  (G-LRA/3406), 
U.S.  Coast  Guard  Headquarters.  2100 
Second  Street,  SW..  room  3406, 
Washinrton,  IX  20593-0001  between  8 
a.m.  and  3  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  except  Federal  holidays.  The 
telephone  number  is  (202)  267-1477. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lieutenant  Jonathan  C.  Burton.  Marine 
Environmental  Protection  Division  (G- 
MEP),  at  (202)  267-6714. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Drafting  Information 

The  principal  persons  involved  in 
drafting  this  document  are  Lieutenant 
Jonath^  C  Burton.  Project  Manager, 
Marine  Environmental  Protection 
Division,  and  Ms.  Helen  Boutrous, 
Project  Counsel,  Office  of  Chief  Counsel. 

Regulatory  History 

On  February  18, 1993,  the  Coast 
Guard  published  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaldng  entitled  “Marking  of 
Transfer  Hoses  for  Hazardous  Materials" 
in  the  Federal  Register  (58  FR  8918). 

The  Coast  Guard  received  four  letters 
commenting  on  the  proposal.  A  public 
hearing  was  not  requested  and  one  was 
not  held. 

Background  and  Purpose 

The  regulations  pertaining  to  the 
transfer  of  products  between  vessels  and 
facilities  capable  of  transferring  oil  or 
hazardous  materials  in  bulk  to  or  from 
a  vessel  with  a  capacity  of  250  barrels 
or  more  were  previously  contained  in 
two  different  parts  of  title  33  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Reflations.  Facilities 
dealing  with  ffie  transfer  of  bulk  oil 
were  covered  by  33  CFR  part  154,  while 
those  dealing  with  the  transfer  of 
hazardous  materials  were  covered  by  33 
CFR  part  126  (Handling  of  Explosives  or 
Other  Dangerous  Cargoes  Within  or 
Contiguous  to  Waterfront  Facilities). 
Realizing  that  this  often  confusing,  and 
desiring  to  address  hazardous  materials 
in  greater  detail,  the  Coast  Guard 
combined  the  provisions  into  part  154 


(Facilities  Transferring  Oil  or  Hazardous 
Material  in  Bulk).  Since  1990,  when  this 
effort  was  completed,  a  number  of 
suggestions  for  improving  the  combined 
regulations  have  b^n  provided  by  Coast 
Guard  personnel  and  industry  advisory 
groups. 

One  issue  that  was  raised  concerns 
the  marking  of  transfer  hoses.  For  hoses 
used  to  transfer  oil  products,  the  current 
regulations  provide  alternative  marking 
options:  a  hose  must  be  marked  with  the 
name  of  each  oil  product  for  which  the 
hose  may  be  usea,  or,  the  hose  may  be 
marked  with  the  words  “oil  service,” 
with  no  additional  information 
regarding  the  oil  products  transferred 
(33  CFR  154.500(e)).  However,  for  hoses 
used  to  transfer  hazardous  materials,  the 
hose  must  bear  the  name  of  each 
hazardous  material  product  for  which 
the  hose  is  used.  No  other  option  is 
available  to  facilities  or  vessels.  While  it 
is  common  at  facilities  for  a  given  hose 
to  be  designated  for  a  single  product, 
this  is  not  always  the  case  for  vessels, 
especially  barges.  Often,  the  same 
transfer  hose  is  used  for  the  transfer  of 
numerous  hazardous  material  products. 

At  its  meeting  in  November  1990,  the 
Towing  Safety  Advisory  Committee 
(TSAC)  brou^t  this  hose  marking  issue 
to  the  attention  of  the  Coast  Guard.  The 
Committee  noted  that  in  cases  where 
one  transfer  hose  is  used  for  numerous 
compatible  products,  marking  the  name 
of  each  product  on  the  hose  is  difficult, 
given  the  size  constraints.  Also,  the 
inability  to  use  the  same  hose  to  transfer 
additional  compatible  products  without 
this  time-consuming  marking,  as  well  as 
the  difficulty  of  maintaining  extensive 
markings  on  the  hose  exterior,  make  the 
current  hose  marking  requirements  for 
hazardous  materials  unduly 
burdensome  and  impractical. 

TSAC  proposed  that  the  hazardous 
materials  transfer  hoses  be  marked  with 
the  pollution  categories  published  by 
the  International  Maritime  Organization 
(IMO).  This  would  provide  a  less 
cumbersome  means  for  marking  and 
maintaining  hazardous  materials 
transfer  hoses  while,  according  to 
TSAC,  ensuring  the  compatibility  of 
products  for  which  a  given  transfer  hose 
be  used. 

The  Coast  Guard  agrees  that,  for  a 
hose  that  is  used  to  transfer  numerous 
compatible  cargoes,  some  alternative  to 
placing  the  name  of  each  product  on  the 
nose  should  be  available.  However,  the 
Coast  Guard  has  determined  that 
marking  these  hoses  with  IMO  pollution 
categories  does  not  necessarily  ensure 
compatibility  of  cargoes.  There  are 
instances  where  chemically 
incompatible  cargoes  are  included 
within  the  same  IMO  pollution  category. 
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As  an  alternative  to  the  approach 
suggested  by  TSAC.  the  Coast  Guard  is 
m^ifying  the  rule  to  allow  for  hoses  to 
be  marked  with  a  unique  identifying 
symbol  (a  letter,  number,  or  other 
symbol)  to  indicate  the  types  of 
materials  which  may  be  transferred 
through  that  hose.  A  list  found  in  the 
facility’s  operations  manual  or  vessel’s 
transfer  procedure  documents  must 
contain  the  hose  symbols  and  the 
compatible  cargoes  which  may  be 
transferred  through  a  hose  bearing  a 
given  symbol.  It  is  the  Coast  Guard’s 
position  that  this  is  a  reasonable 
alternative  to  the  current  hose  marking 
requirements,  and  that  it  will  effectively 
address  the  concerns  of  TSAC.  'This 
alternative  is  consistent  with  the 
marking  alternative  in  §  154.500(f), 
which  allows  for  the  date  of 
manufacture  and  the  date  of  the  last 
press\ire  or  other  hose  test  required  by 
§  156.170  to  be  recorded  elsewhere  at 
the  facility,  with  the  hose  marked  to 
identify  it  with  that  information. 

By  allowing  vessels  and  facilities  to 
mark  hoses  used  to  transfer  hazardous 
materials  with  symbols  and  a  reference 
to  a  list  contained  in  either  the  facility’s 
operations  manual  or  the  vessel’s 
transfer  procediires  documents  to 
determine  the  products  represented  by 
the  symbols,  hose  marking  and 
maintenance  will  be  simplified.  Also, 
ongoing  changes  will  be  easier  to 
implement.  Fiulher,  this  alternative  will 
be  less  time  consuming  and  less  costly 
than  the  current  requirement. 

Discussion  of  Comments  and  Changes 

Two  comments,  representing  two 
different  industry  groups,  were  in 
support  of  the  regulations  as  proposed. 
Two  other  comments  suggested  using 
the  compatibility  tables  and  numbers 
found  in  46  CFR  part  150  to  provide  a 
standardized  marking  method. 

The  compatibility  categories  of  part 
150  are  intended  to  be  used  for  the 
storage  of  cargo.  Materials  in  the  same 
compatibility  category,  however,  are  not 
necessarily  compatible  with  the  same 
types  of  hose  construction.  For  example, 
while  gasoline  and  carbon  disulfide  are 
compatible  according  to  the  tables, 
gasoline  can  be  transferred  through  a 
neoprene  hose  while  carbon  disulfide 
can  be  transferred  through  a  stainless 
steel  hose  only.  The  fact  that  materials 
are  considered  compatible  for  the 
purposes  of  cargo  storage,  does  not 
necessarily  ensure  compatibility  for 
hose  transfers.  Therefore,  the  Coast 
Guard  has  determined  that  use  of  the 
compatibility  tables  of  part  150  is  not 
appropriate  for  the  marking  of  transfer 
hoses.  While  the  Coast  Guard  may 
develop  a  specific  hose  compatibility 


chart  that  could  be  utilized  for  the 
purpose  of  marking  transfer  hoses  in  the 
mture,  the  Coast  Guard  has  determined 
that  the  alternative  method  of  marking 
transfer  hoses  adopted  by  this  final  rule 
provides  a  safe  and  efiective  method  of 
putting  those  individuals  transferring 
hazardous  materials  on  notice  as  to  the 
materials  that  may  be  transferred  safely 
in  a  particular  hose. 

Regulatory  Evaluation 

This  rule  is  not  major  under  Executive 
Order  12291  and  not  significant  imder 
the  “Department  of  Transportation 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures’’  (44 
FR 11040,  February  26, 1979).  The  Q^t 
Guard  expects  the  economic  impact  of 
this  rule  to  be  so  minimal  that  a  full 
Regulatory  Evaluation  is  unnecessary. 
This  rule  allows  the  marking  of  a 
transfer  hose  with  a  warning  that  the 
potential  user  of  the  hose  should 
consult  the  hose  compatibility  list  to 
determine  which  products  may  be 
transferred  throu^  the  hose,  rather  than 
requiring  that  the  name  of  each  product 
be  marked  on  the  hose.  Currently, 
facilities  and  vessels  that  use  oil  and 
hazardous  material  transfer  hoses  spend 
$2,039,850  annually  to  comply  with  all 
testing,  reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements.  No  change  to  the  manner 
in  which  transfer  operations  are 
conducted  is  anticipated.  There  are  no 
additional  costs  associated  with  testing, 
recording  or  recordkeeping  required  by 
this  rule  and,  therefore,  there  is  no 
anticipated  increase  in  the  annual  cost 
to  industry.  It  is  anticipated  that  there 
will  be  some  cost  savings  for  the 
facilities  or  vessels  that  use  hazardous 
material  transfer  hoses. 

Small  Entities 

Few  small  entities  are  involved  in  the 
transport  of  bulk  hazardous  materials 
and  oil  products.  'These  regulations  are 
expected  to  have  a  positive  economic 
impact  on  any  small  entities  involved. 
The  new  marking  alternative  is  more 
efficient  than  marking  hoses  with 
product  names.  Therefore,  the  Coast 
Guard  certifies  under  section  605(bl  of 
the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
601  et  seq.)  that  this  rule  will  not  have 
a  significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

Collection  of  Information 

'This  rule  contains  collection  of 
information  requirements.  The  Coast 
Guard  has  submitted  the  requirements 
to  the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(0MB)  for  review  imder  section  3504(h) 
of  the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44 
U.S.C.  3501  et  seq.),  and  0MB  has 
approved  them.  The  section  number  is 
§  154.500  and  the  corresponding  0MB 


approval  number  is  OMB  Control 
Number  2115-0096. 

Federalism 

'The  Coast  Guard  has  analyzed  this 
rule  under  the  principles  and  criteria 
contained  in  Executive  Order  12612  and 
has  determined  that  this  rule  does  not 
have  sufficient  federalism  implications 
to  warrant  the  preparation  of  a 
Federalism  Assessment. 

This  rule  provides  an  alternative 
procedure  for  marking  hazardous 
materials  transfer  hoses.  'The  regulations 
apply,  unless  otherwise  exempted,  to 
vessels  operating  under  the  authority  of 
the  United  States,  wherever  located,  and 
to  all  vessels  operating  in  the  navigable 
waters  of  the  United  States  or  while  at 
a  port  or  terminal  under  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States.  The  regulations 
also  apply  to  each  facility  that  is  capable 
of  transferring  oil  or  hazardous  material, 
in  bulk,  to  or  from  a  vessel  with  a 
capacity  of  250  barrels  or  more.  Vessels 
and  many  facilities  operate  in  the 
national  marketplace  and  excessive 
variation  in  requirements  would  be 
economically  burdensome  and 
potentially  imsafe.  Therefore,  the  Coast 
Guard  intends  to  preempt  State  and 
local  regulations  to  the  extent  that  they 
are  in  conflict  with  the  requirements  of 
this  rule. 

Environment 

The  Coast  Guard  considered  the 
environmental  impact  of  this  rule  and 
concluded  that  under  section  2.B.2.1  of 
Commandant  Instruction  M16475.1B, 
this  rule  is  categorically  excluded  from 
further  environmental  documentation. 
'This  rule  merely  provides  an  alternative 
procedure  for  the  making  of  hazardous 
materials  transfer  hoses.  This  rule 
allows  the  marking  of  transfer  hoses 
with  a  warning  that  the  potential  user  of 
the  hose  should  consult  the  hose 
compatibility  list  to  determine  which 
products  may  be  transferred  through  the 
hose,  rather  than  requiring  that  the 
name  of  each  product  be  marked  on  the 
hose.  This  rule  is,  therefore, 
administrative  in  nature  and  clearly  will 
have  no  environmental  impact.  A 
Categorical  Exclusion  Determination  is 
available  in  the  docket  for  inspection  or 
copying  where  indicated  under 
"ADDRESSES.’’ 

List  of  Subjects 

33  CFP  Part  154 

Fire  prevention.  Hazardous 
substances.  Oil  pollution.  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 
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33  CFR  Part  155 

Hazardous  substances,  Oil  pollution. 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble,  the  Coast  Gumd  amends  33 
CFR  parts  154  and  155  as  follows; 

PART  154— FACttJTIES 
TRANSFERRINQ  ON.  OR  HAZARDOUS 
MATERIAL  IN  BUUC 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  154 
continues  to  reed  as  follows: 

Authority:  33  U.S.C  1231, 1321(j)(l)(C): 
sac  2,  E.0. 11735, 38  FR  21243,  3  CFR, 
1971-1975  Comp.,  p.  793;  49  CFR  1,46. 

2.  In  §  154.310,  paragraph  (a)(22)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

•154J10  Operatfone  mamiai:  Contents. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(22)  Statements  explaining  that  each 
hazardous  materials  transfer  hose  is 
marked  with  either  the  name  of  each 
product  whidi  may  be  transferred 
through  the  hose  or  with  letters, 
numlwrs  at  other  symbols  representing 
all  such  products  and  the  location  in  the 
operations  manual  where  a  chart  or  list 
of  the  symbols  used  and  a  list  of  the 
compatible  products  which  may  be 
transferred  through  the  hose  can  be 
found  for  consultation  before  each 
transfer. 

***** 

3.  In  §  154.500,  paragraphs  (e)  and  (f) 
are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

f  154.500  Hose  asaambllea. 
***** 

(e)  Each  hose  must  be  marked  with 
one  of  the  following: 

(1)  The  name  of  each  product  for 
which  the  hose  may  be  used;  or 

(2)  For  oil  products,  the  words  “OIL 
SERVICE”;  or 

(3)  For  hazardous  materials,  the  words 
“HAZMAT  SERVICE— SEE  UST' 
followed  immediately  by  a  letter, 
number  or  other  symbol  that 
corresponds  to  a  list  or  chart  contained 
in  the  facility's  operations  manual  or  the 
vessel’s  transfer  procedure  documents 
which  identifies  the  products  that  may 
be  transferred  throu^  a  bose  bearing 
that  symbol. 

(f)  &ch  hose  also  must  be  marked 
with  the  following,  except  that  the 
information  requii^  by  paragraphs 
(f)(2)  and  (3)  of  this  section  need  not  be 
marked  on  the  hose  if  it  is  recorded  in 
the  hose  records  of  the  vessel  or  facility, 
and  the  hose  is  marked  to  identify  it 
with  that  information: 

(1)  Maximum  allowable  working 
pressure; 

(2)  Date  of  manufecture;  and 


(3)  Date  of  the  latest  test  required  by 
8156.170. 

***** 

PART  155-OIL  OR  HAZARDOUS 
MATERIAL  POLLUTION  PREVENTION 
REGULATIONS  FOR  VESSELS 

4.  The  authority  citation  for  part  155 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  33  U.S.C  1231, 132lOMl)(C): 
sec.  2.  E.0. 11735, 38  FR  21243,  3  CFR, 
,1971-1975  Comp.,  p.  793;  49  CFR  1.46. 
Sections  155.100  through  155.130, 155.350 
through  155.400, 155.430, 155.440,  and 
155.470  also  issued  under  33  U.S.C.  1903(b). 

5.  In  §  155.750  paragraph  (a)(ll)  is 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

1155.750  Contanis  of  tranafar  procedures, 
(a)*  *  • 

(11)  Statements  explaining  that  each 
hazardous  materials  transfer  hose  is 
marked  with  either  the  name  of  each 
product  which  may  be  transferred 
through  the  hose  or  with  letters, 
numlrars  or  other  symbols  representing 
all  such  products  and  the  location  in  the 
transfer  procedures  where  a  chart  or  list 
of  the  symbols  used  and  a  list  of  the 
compatible  products  which  may  be 
transferred  through  the  hose  can  be 
found  for  consultation  before  each 
transfer. 

*  •  *  •  * 

Dated:  May  28, 1993. 

R.C  North, 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Acting  Chief, 
Office  of  Marine  Safety,  Security  and 
Environmental  Protection. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17723  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUMa  CODE  4aie-14-«l 


33  CFR  Part  165 

COTP  Los  Angelea/Long  Beach,  CA 
Regulation  93-05;  Safety  Zone 
Regulationa:  Los  Angelea/Long  Beach 
Harbor,  California 

agency:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Temporary  final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Coast  Guard  is 
establishing  a  safety  zone  at  the 
Commodore  Schuyler  Heim  Bridge 
(Heim  Bridge)  between  Terminal  Island 
and  Wilmington,  California  to  protect 
divers,  workers  and  equipment 
installing  underwater  cable  at  the 
bridge.  The  zone  encompasses  the  water 
areas  within  100  feet  both  upstream  and 
downstream  of  the  bridge  inside 
Cerritos  Channel  in  Los  Angeles/Long 
Beach  Harbor.  Vessels  are  prohibited 
horn  entering  the  safety  zone  without 
permission  of  the  Cfoast  Guard  (Captain 
of  the  Port. 


EFFECTIVE  DATES:  The  Safety  Zone  is  in 
effect  from  6  a.m.  to  6  p.m.  daily  from 
August  0, 1903  to  August  13, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lieutenant  (Junior  Grade)  Kelly 
Johnson,  Marine  Safety  Office  Los 
Angeles/Long  Beach  at  (310)  080-4455. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION:  In 
accordance  with  5  U.S.C  553,  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  was  not 
published  for  this  regulation  and  a  good 
cause  exists  for  making  it  effective  less 
than  30  days  after  Federal  Register 
publication.  Publishing  an  NPRM  and 
delaying  its  effective  date  would  be 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  since 
immediate  action  is  needed  to  prevent 
injury  to  divers  and  workmen  or  damage 
to  equipment. 

Drafting  Information 

The  drafters  of  this  regulation  are 
Susan  Worden.  Bridge  Administrator, 
Eleventh  Coast  Guard  District,  and 
LCDR  Craig  Juckniess,  project  attorney. 
Eleventh  District  Coast  Guard  Legal 
Office. 

Discussion  of  the  Regulation 

The  circumstance  requiring  this 
regulation  is  the  use  of  divers  to 
entrench  a  submarine  cable  under 
Cerritos  Chaimel  in  Los  Angeles/Long 
Beach  Harbor.  The  California 
Department  of  Transportation  is 
replacing  an  underwater  control  cable  at 
the  Heim  Bridge  in  Long  Beach. 
California.  There  will  be  a  series  of 
diving  operations  to  survey,  mark  and 
entrench  the  cable.  There  also  will  be 
imderwater  work  at  the  piers  to  bring 
the  cable  into  the  bridge.  The 
underwater  work  will  be  done  during 
the  period  from  August  9, 1993  through 
August  13, 1993.  A  safety  zone  is 
needed  to  protect  divers  and  workers 
from  injury. 

The  cable  replacement  project  also 
will  prevent  the  bridge  from  operating 
during  the  period  from  August  2, 1993 
throu^  August  20, 1993.  Under  a 
separate  drawbridge  operating 
regulation  the  Cioast  Guard  is 
establishing  a  temporary  drawbridge 
regulation  to  authorize  the  bridge  to 
remain  in  the  closed  to  navigation 
position  during  that  period. 

List  of  Subjects  in  33  CFR  Part  165 

Harbors,  Marine  safety.  Navigation 
(water).  Security  measures,  Vessels, 
Waterways. 

Regulation 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
subpait  C  of  part  165  of  title  33,  C^e 
of  Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as 
follows: 
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PART  165— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  165 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Aothority:  33  U.S.C.  1231;  50  U.S.C.  191; 

49  CFR  1.46  and  33  CFR  1.05-l(g),  6.04-1, 
6.04-6,  and  160.5. 

2.  A  new  §  165.T1105  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

f165.T1105  Sataty  Zone:  Heim  Bridge, 
Cerritoe  Chennel  Long  Beach,  CalHomla. 

(a)  Location.  The  following  area  is 
established  as  a  temporary  safety  zone: 
The  water  area  of  Cerritos  Channel 
between  Terminal  Island  and 
Wilmington  within  100  feet  east  of  the 
Ford  Bridge  and  100  feet  west  of  the 
Commodore  Schuyler  Heim  Bridge. 

(b)  Effective  date.  This  safety  zone  is 
effective  daily  between  6  a.m.  and  6 
p.m.  from  August  9, 1993  through 
August  13, 1993. 

(c)  Regulations.  In  accordance  with 
the  general  regulations  in  §  165.23  of 
this  part,  entry  into  this  zone  is 
prohibited  unless  authorized  by  the 
Captain  of  the  Port. 

Dated:  July  9, 1993. 

J.B.  Morris, 

Captain,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  Captain  of  the 
Port,  Los  Angeles/Long  Beach,  California. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17722  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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33  CFR  Part  165 
RIN  2115-AA97 

Copt  St  Louis  Regulation  93-27; 

Safety  Zone  Regulations;  Upper 
MIselaaIppI  River  Basin 

AGENCY:  Coast  Guard,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Temporary  final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Coast  Guard  is 
establishing  a  safety  zone  on  the  Osage 
River.  These  regulations  are  needed  to 
control  vessel  traffic  in  the  regulated 
area  to  prevent  further  wake  damage  to 
levees  and  property  along  the  river.  The 
regulations  will  restrict  general 
navigation  in  the  regulated  areas  for  the 
safety  of  vessel  traffic  and  the  protection 
of  life  and  property  along  the  river. 
EFFECTIVE  DATES:  This  regulation  is 
efiective  on  July  14, 1993  and  will 
terminate  on  August  15, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

LTJG  Paul  Barragan,  Operations  Officer, 
Captain  of  the  Port,  St.  Louis,  Missouri 
at  (314)  539-3823. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Drafting  Infinmation 

The  drafters  of  these  regulations  are 
LTJG  Paul  Barragan,  Project  Officer, 


Marine  Safety  Office,  St.  Louis,  Missouri 
and  LCDR  A.  O.  Denny,  Project 
Attorney,  Second  Coast  Guard  District 
Legal  Office. 

Regulatory  History 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C.  553,  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  has  not 
been  published  for  this  regulation  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  it  efiective 
in  less  than  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication.  Following  normal 
rulemaking  procedures  would  have 
been  impracticable.  Specifically,  the 
recent  rainfall  in  the  Upper  Mississippi 
drainage  area  has  caus^  unanticipated 
flood  conditions  on  the  Osage  River 
leaving  insufficient  time  to  publish  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking.  The 
Coast  Guard  deems  it  to  be  in  the 
public’s  best  interest  to  issue  a 
regulation  without  waiting  for  a 
comment  period  since  the  flood 
conditions  are  presenting  immediate 
hazards. 

Background  and  Purpose 

The  Upper  Mississippi  River  and  its 
tributaries  have  been  suffering  from 
high  water  conditions  for  105  days.  This 
has  contributed  to  unusually  wet 
conditions  along  the  river  with  the 
resultant  softening  of  the  earth  levees 
which  protect  the  adjacent  lowlands. 
Although  the  water  levels  in  the  river 
had  fallen  below  flood  stage  during  late 
June  1993,  the  levees  had  not  had  ffie 
opportunity  to  dry  out  before  the  recent 
rainfall  over  the  midwest  pushed  the 
rivers  back  above  the  flood  stage.  As  a 
result,  the  waters  of  the  Osage  River 
have  overflowed  its  banks  and  some 
levees  in  the  area  have  failed.  The  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers  has  reported  that 
additional  levees  will  erode,  presenting 
an  imminent  danger  to  ongoing  flood 
relief  efforts  and  to  life  and  property 
along  the  river,  if  they  are  subjected  to 
the  wake  damage  from  passing  vessels. 

The  present  flood  conditions  also 
present  a  hazard  to  navigation  in  that 
the  area’s  rivers  are  filled  with  a  mass 
of  trees  and  other  debris  which  have 
been  washed  from  the  river  banks  and 
the  inundated  lowlands,  once  visible 
obstructions  to  navigation  are  now 
submerged,  river  currents  tu^  not 
following  normal  patterns,  and 
insufficient  clearances  exist  for  vessels 
to  pass  under  certain  bridges.  Taken  as 
a  whole,  tliese  conditions  present 
hazards  which  greatly  hinder  the  safe 
navigation  of  recreational  and 
commercial  traffic. 

Given  expected  rainfall  patterns,  the 
rivers  are  not  expected  to  crest  imtil  on 
or  after  July  15, 1993.  The  Army  Corps 
of  Engineers  anticipates  that  the 
Mississippi  River  will  crest  at  45  feet — 


this  is  15  feet  above  flood  stage  and  may 
establish  a  record  for  flood  waters  in  the 
area — and  that  it  may  take  another  four 
weeks  for  the  waters  to  recede  to  normal 
levels. 

Regulatory  Evaluation 

This  regulation  is  not  major  under 
Executive  Order  12291  and  not 
significant  under  Department  of 
Transportation  Regulatory  Policies  and 
Procedures  (44  FR 11040;  February  26, 
1979),  it  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities,  and  it  contains 
no  collection  of  information 
requirements.  A  full  regulatory  analysis 
is  unnecessary  because  the  Coast  Guard 
expects  the  impact  of  this  regulation  to 
be  minimal  when  compared  to  the 
overriding  nature  of  the  damage  which 
the  flood  conditions  on  the  western 
rivers  has  caused  and  is  expected  to 
produce.  To  avoid  any  imnecessary 
adverse  economic  impact  on  businesses 
which  use  the  river  for  commercial 
purposes.  Captain  of  the  Port,  St.  Louis, 
Missouri  will  monitor  river  conditions 
and  will  terminate  the  safety  zones  for 
specific  areas  as  river  conditions  allow. 

Federalism  Assessment 

Under  the  principles  and  criteria  of 
Executive  Order  12612,  this  regulation 
does  not  raise  sufficient  federalism 
implications  to  warrant  the  preparation 
of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

Environmental  Assessment 

The  Coast  Guard  considered  the 
environmental  impact  of  this  proposal 
and  concluded  that  preparation  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 
necessary  because  the  regulation  is 
categorically  excluded  from  further 
environmental  documentation.  The 
regulation  serves  to  avoid  further 
damage  to  the  environment  beyond  that 
which  will  result  from  naturally 
occurring  flood  conditions.  A 
Categorical  Exclusion  Determination  has 
been  prepared  and  placed  in  the 
rulemaking  docket. 

List  of  Subjects  in  33  CFR  Part  165 

Harbors,  Marine  safety.  Navigation 
(water).  Security  measures.  Vessels, 
Waterways. 

Temporary  Regulation 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing, 
subpart  C  of  part  165  of  title  33,  C^e 
of  Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  165— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  165 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 


Federal  Hegtster  /  Vol  58,  No.  141  /  Monday,  July  26,  1993  /  Rules  and  Regulatiixu 


39665 


2.  Effective  date.  This  leguktioD  is 
effiBctive  on  July  26. 1903. 

3.  Expiration  date.  This  regulation  expires 
on  July  31. 1994.  unless  sooner  superseded 
or  canceled. 

4.  Applicability.  This  regulation  applies  to 
all  Government  agencies  that  are  sul^ect  to 
the  audit  authority  of  GSA  under  31  U.S.C 
3726. 

5.  Background.  FPMR  Amendment  G--43. 
July  6. 1977.  transmitted  Part  101-41  to 
establish  the  policy  and  procedures 
governing  the  documentation  and  audit  of 
payments  for  domestic  and  foreign  freight 
and  passenger  transportaUon  services 
furnished  for  the  account  of  the  United 
States.  Section  101-41.203  pertains  to  the 
procurement  of  passenger  transportation 
services.  The  Government  tranqxxtation 
request  (GTR).  Government  contractor-issued 
charge  card,  and  Government  travel  system 
(GTS)  account  are  the  preferred  means  for 
procuring  such  services;  however,  agencies 
have  the  option  of  requiring  travelers  to  use 
cash  where  the  passenger  transportation 
services  cost  more  than  SlO  but  do  not 
exceed  $100  for  each  authorized  trip. 
Agencies  also  have  the  authority  to  approve 
emergency  cash  payments  exce^ing  the 
$100  limit  but  must  request  a  written 
exemption  from  GSA  for  nonemergency  cash 
payments  exceeding  the  limit  This  revision 
will  allow  agency  heads  to;  (1)  specify  which 
device  (GTR.  Govenunent  contractor-issued 
charge  card.  GTS  account  or  combination 
thereof)  travelers  will  use  to  procure 
transportation  services;  and  (2)  approve  all 
cash  purchases  of  passenger  transportation 
services  without  obtaining  an  exemption 
from  GSA. 

6.  Agency  comments.  Comments 
concerning  this  regulation  should  be 
submitted  to  the  General  Services 
Administration.  Policy,  Procedures  and 
Liaison  Branch  (FWPA),  Washington.  DC 
20405,  no  later  ^an  December  31, 1993,  for 
consideration  and  possible  incorporation  in  a 
permanent  rule. 

7.  Revised  policy. 

a.  Section  101-41.203-1  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (a)  to  read  as  follows; 

1 1 01 .41 .203-1  Procurement  from  carriere. 

(a)  All  passenger  transportation  services 
should  be  procured  with  a  GTR,  GSA 
contractor-issued  charge  card,  or  Government 
travel  system  account  unless  otherwise 
provid^  herein.  Agency  heads  or  their 
designees  may  specify  which  of  these 
Government-provided  methods  of  payment, 
or  combination  thereof,  travelers  will  use  to 
procure  official  passenger  transportation 
services.  Such  services,  regardless  of  the 
procurement  method  specified  by  the  agency, 
must  be  procured  directly  from  either  a 
carrier  or  a  travel  agent.  Travel  agencies  may 
be  used  only  as  prescribed  by  GSA's  Federal 
Travel  Regulation  (FTR),  41 CFR  chapters 
301  through  304  or  applicable  regulations  of 
the  Department  of  Defense  (DOD). 
***** 

b.  Section  101-41.203-2  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows; 


f  101-41.203-2  UMOfcMh. 

(a)  Cash  shall  be  used  to  procure  all 
passenger  transportation  services  costing  $10 
or  less,  exclusive  of  Federal  transportation 
tax,  and  to  pay  air  excess  baggage  charges  of 
$15  or  less  for  each  leg  of  a  trip  (see  S 101- 
41.203-6),  unless  special  circumstances 
justify  the  use  of  a  GTR  or  Government 
excess  baggage  authorization/ticket  Agencies 
have  the  option  of  requiring  travelers  to  use 
either  cash  or  GTR's,  Government  travel 
system  (GTS)  accounts,  or  contractor-issued 
Government  employee  charge  cards  to 
procure  transpo^tion  services  costing  more 
than  $10,  but  do  not  exceed  $100,  exclusive 
of  Federal  transportation  tax,  for  each  trip 
authorized  on  an  official  travel  authorization. 
In  making  any  such  determination,  agencies 
should  consider  the  availability  of  airline 
city-pair  contract  feres  available  only  through 
the  use  of  GTR’s,  GTS  accounts,  or 
contractor-issued  Government  employee 
charge  cards.  Only  GTR’s,  GTS  accounts,  or 
contractor-issued  Government  employee 
charge  cards  should  be  used  to  procure 
passenger  transportation  services  costing 
more  than  $100,  excluding  Federal 
transportation  tax,  unless  otherwise 
exempted  in  this  subpart. 

(1)  Any  approval  of  the  use  of  cash  in 
excess  of  $100  should  be  obtained  prior  to 
travel.  In  the  absence  of  advance  written 
authorization  or  approval,  passenger 
transportation  services  shall  be  purchased  in 
accordance  with  policies  and  procedures 
prescribed  in  applicable  Government  travel 
regulations.  It  is  a  traveler’s  responsibility  to 
be  aware  that  the  use  of  a  GTR,  contractor- 
issued  charge  card,  or  GTS  account  may  be 
required  to  obtain  certain  discount  feres  and 
to  comply  with  the  mandatory  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Travel  Regulation  (FTR) 
governing  the  use  of  contract  airline  service 
between  designated  city-pairs.  Cash  shall  not 
be  used  to  cirounvent  the  regulations, 
governing  airline  city-pair  contracts. 

(2)  If  requiring  the  use  of  personal  funds 
to  purchase  the  services  set  forth  in 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  would  impose  a 
financial  hardship  on  a  traveler,  the  agency 
should  authorize  an  advance  of  funds  in 
accordance  with  provisions  of  the  FTR  (41 
CFR  301-10.3). 

(3)  Use  of  a  credit  card,  other  than  the  GSA 
contractor-issued  Govenunent  employee 
charge  card,  and  all  travelers  checks  shall  be 
considered  the  equivalent  of  cash  and  subject 
to  the  $100  limitation  provided  in  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section. 

(4)  Passenger  transportation  services 
procured  in  accordance  with  the  group  or 
charter  provisions  of  the  FTR  (41  CFR  301- 
3.4(2))  are  not  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart. 

(b)  Cash  purchases  of  transportation 
services  in  excess  of  $100  in  nonemergency 
ciiciunstances  shall  be  discouraged  and  each 
agency  shall  establish  procedures  to 
encoiuage  Federal  travelers  to  use  a 
Government  charge  card,  GTS  account,  or 
GTR  instead  of  cash  to  purchase  passenger 
transportation  services.  Agencies  shall 
monitor  and  control  cash  purchases  of 
transportation  services  in  a  manner  that  will 
ensure  such  purchases  are  kept  to  a 
minimum. 


(1)  In  those  limited  Initancee  where  a 
Federal  traveler  has  felled  to  use  a  GTR,  GTS 
account,  or  contractor-issued  Government 
emplo3ree  charge  card,  heads  of  agencies,  or 
their  designated  representatives,  may 
authorize  travelers  to  exceed  the  $100 
limitation  when  procuring  passeirger 
transportation  services.  agency  shall 
establish  guidelines  fw  appnn^  of  cash 
purchases  in  excess  of  $100  with 
consideration  given  to  whether  the  purchase 
resulted  directly  from;  (i)  emergency 
circumstances  (where  the  use  of  a  GTR,  GTS 
account,  or  contractor-issued  Government 
employee  charge  card  was  not  possible):  or 
(ii)  agency  feilure  to  advise  new  employees 
or  invited  or  infrequent  travelers  of  the 
proper  procedures  Ah'  purchasing 
transportation  services.  Should  a  Federal 
employee  make  repeated  cash  purchases 
wiffiout  just  cause  or  deliberately  attempt  to 
circumvent  use  of  GSA  contract  air  or  rail 
service  for  personal  convenience  or  some 
other  reason  not  consistent  with  sound  travel 
management  practices,  the  agency  may  send 
all  documents  related  to  the  travel  to  the 
Comptroller  General,  General  Accoimting 
Office,  Claims  Section,  Washington,  DC 
20548,  for  a  decision  on  the  travelers  right 
to  reimbursement  as  provided  in  31  U.S.C 
3702. 

(2)  Delegation  of  authority  for  authorizing 
and  approving  the  use  of  cash  in  excess  of 
$100  for  the  procurement  of  transportation 
services  shall  be  held  to  as  high  an 
administrative  level  as  practicable  to  ensure 
adequate  consideration  and  review  of  the 
circumstances.  These  delegations  of  authmity 
shall  be  made  in  writing  and  copies  retained 
to  permit  monitoring  of  the  systeitL  These 
records  of  delegations  of  authority  shall  be 
available  for  examination  by  GSA  auditors. 

(3)  To  justify  the  use  of  cash  in  excess  of 
$100  instead  of  a  Government-provided 
method  of  payment  when  procuring 
passenger  transportation  services,  both  the 
agency  head,  or  the  designated 
representative,  and  the  traveler  shall  certify 
on  the  travel  voucher  the  reasons  for  such 
use. 

(4)  After  a  traveler  has  been  reimbursed  for 
a  cash  purchase,  copies  of  travel 
authorizations,  ticket  coupons,  and  any  ticket 
refund  applications,  or  SF’s  1170, 
Redemption  of  Unused  Tickets,  shall  be 
forwarded  for  audit  to  the  General  Services 
Administration,  Transportation  Audit 
Division  (FWA),  Attention;  Code  B, 
Washington,  DC  20405. 

(5)  Travel  vouchers  shall  be  maintained  in 
the  agency  to  be  available  for  site  audit  by 
GSA  auditors.  General  Records  Schedule  9, 
Travel  and  Transportation  Records  (see  36 
CFR  Chapter  XXII,  §  1228.22),  provides 
instructions  for  the  disposal  of  travel 
vouchers. 

(c)  Suspected  travel  management  errors 
andfor  misroutings  which  result  in  higher 
travel  costs  to  the  Government  will  be 
reported  by  GSA  (FWP)  to  the  appropriate 
military  or  civilian  agency  travel  manager  for 
appropriate  action. 

(d)  Travelers  using  cash  to  pxuohase 
individual  passenger  transportation  services 
shall  procure  such  services  directly  frtun 
carriers  or  from  travel  agents  under  GSA  or 
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DOD  contract  (see  S  101-41.203-1).  and  shall 
account  for  those  expenses  on  their  travel 
vouchers,  furnishing  passenger  coupons  or 
other  evidence  as  appropriate  in  support 
thereof.  Moreover,  travelers  shall  assign  to 
the  Government  the  right  to  recover  any 
excess  payments  involving  carriers’  use  of 
impropOT  rates.  That  assignment  must  be 
preprinted  or  otherwise  annotated  on  the 
travel  voucher  and  shall  be  initialed  by  the 
traveler. 

(e)  Travelers  using  cash  to  procure 
passenger  transp(»tation  sendees  shall  be 
made  aware  by  their  employing  agencies  of 
the  provisions  of  $  101.41.209-4  concerning 
a  carrier’s  liability  for  liquidated  damages 
because  of  failure  to  pro^de  confirmed 
reserved  space.  Also,  travelers  using  cash 
shall  adhere  to  the  regulations  of  the  General 
Accormting  Office  (4  CFR  52.2)  regarding  the 
use  of  U.S.-flag  vessels  and  air  carriers  (see 
$  101-41.203-l(b)). 

8.  Effect  on  other  directives.  This 
regulation  supersedes  the  provisions  of 
§  101-41.203-2. 

Dated:  May  18, 1993. 

Dennis  ).  Fischer, 

Acting  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17618  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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41  CFR  Part  101-44 

[FPMR  AfiMndfiMnt  H-187] 

Donation  of  Federal  Surplua  Peraonal 
Property  to  Providera  of  Aaaletance  to 
Homeleea  Individuala 

AGENCY:  Federal  Supply  Service,  GSA. 
ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  regulation  relaxes  the 
current  use  requirement  placed  on 
donations  of  personal  property  to 
nonprofit  providers  of  assistance  to 
homeless  individuals.  It  removes  the 
requirement  for  donated  property  to  be 
used  exclusively  for  the  program 
operated  to  assist  homeless  individuals 
and  allows  such  property  to  be  used 
primarily  for  the  donee’s  program  for 
assistance  to  the  homeless. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  26, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Lester  D.  Gray,  Jr.,  Director,  Property 
Management  Division  (703-305-7240). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
General  Services  Administration  (GSA) 
has  determined  that  this  rule  is  not  a 
major  rule  for  the  purposes  of  Executive 
Order  12291  of  February  17, 1981, 
because  it  is  not  likely  to  result  in  an 
annual  effect  on  the  economy  of  $100 
million  or  more;  a  major  increase  in 
costs  to  consumers  or  others;  or 
significant  adverse  efiects.  GSA  has 
bwn  all  administrative  decisions 
underlying  this  rule  on  adequate 
information  concerning  the  need  for. 


and  consequences  of.  this  rule;  has 
determined  that  the  potential  benefits  to 
society  from  this  rule  outweigh  the 
potential  costs  and  has  maximized  the 
net  benefits:  and  has  chosen  the 
alternative  approach  involving  the  least 
net  cost  to  society. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

The  final  rule  is  not  reqijured  to  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  for 
notice  and  comment.  Therefore,  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  does  not 
apply. 

List  of  Subjects  in  41  CFR  Part  101-44 

Government  property  management. 
Surplus  Ckivemment  property. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  41  CFR  part  101-44  is 
amended  as  follows: 

PART  101-44-DONATION  OF 
PERSONAL  PROPERTY 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  101- 
44  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Sec.  205(c).  63  Stat.  390;  40 
U.S.C  486(c). 

Subpart  101-44.2 — Donations  to  Public 
Agencies  and  Eligible  Nonprofit  Tax- 
Exempt  Activltlea 

2.  Section  101-44.207  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (a)(18.1)  to  read  as 
follows; 

i  101-44.207  Eligibility. 

*  *  •  *  « 


(a)*  *  * 

(18.1)  Provider  of  assistance  to 
homeless  individuals  means  a  public 
agency  or  a  nonprofit,  tax-exempt 
institution  or  organization  that  operates 
a  program  which  provides  assistance 
such  as  food,  shelter,  or  other  services 
to  homeless  individuals,  as  defined  in 
paragraph  (a)(12.1)  of  this  section. 
Property  acquired  through  the  donation 
program  by  such  institutions  or 
organizations  must  be  used  primarily  for 
the  program(s)  operated  to  assist 
homeless  individuals. 
***** 

Dated:  May  25, 1993. 

Dennis  ).  Fischer, 

Acting  Administrator  of  General  Services. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17616  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNQ  CODE  aS20-a«-H 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

44  CFR  Part  64 

[Docket  No.  FEMA-7578] 

List  of  Communities  Eligible  for  the 
Sale  of  Flood  Insurance 

AGENCY:  Federal  Insurance 
Administratiem,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  identifies 
commimities  participating  in  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP).  'These  commimities  have 
applied  to  the  program  and  have  agreed 
to  enact  certain  floodplain  management 
measures.  The  communities* 
participation  in  the  program  authorizes 
the  sale  of  flood  insurance  to  owners  of 
property  located  in  the  communities 
listed. 

EFFECTIVE  DATES:  The  dates  listed  in  the 
third  column  of  the  table. 

ADDRESSES:  Flood  insurance  policies  for 
property  located  in  the  communities 
listed  can  be  obtained  finm  any  licensed 
property  insurance  agent  or  broker 
serving  the  eligible  community,  or  from 
the  NFIP  at:  Post  Office  Box  457,  Lan- 
ham,  MD  20706,  (800)  638-7418. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  Ross  MacKay,  Acting  Assistant 
Administrator,  Office  of  Loss  Reduction, 
Federal  Insurance  Administration,  500 
C  Street,  SW.,  room  417,  Washington. 

DC  20472,  (202)  646-2717. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  NFIP 
enables  property  owners  to  purchase 
flood  insurance  which  is  generally  not 
otherwise  available.  In  return, 
communities  agree  to  adopt  and 
administer  local  floodplain  management 
aimed  at  protecting  lives  and  new 
construction  from  future  flooding.  Since 
the  communities  on  the  attached  list 
have  recently  entered  the  NFIP, 
subsidized  flood  insurance  is  now 
available  for  property  in  the  community. 

In  addition,  the  Director  of  the 
Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency 
has  identified  the  special  flood  hazard 
areas  in  some  of  these  communities  by 
publishing  a  Flood  Hazard  Boundary 
Map  (FHBM)  or  Flood  Insurance  Rate 
Map  (FIRM).  The  date  of  the  flood  map. 
if  one  has  been  published,  is  indicated 
in  the  fourth  column  of  the  table.  In  the 
communities  listed  where  a  flood  map 
has  been  published,  section  102  of  the 
Flood  Disaster  Protection  Act  of  1973,  as 
amended,  42  U.S.C.  4012(a),  requires 
the  purchase  of  flood  insurance  as  a 
condition  of  Federal  or  federally  related 
financial  assistance  for  acquisition  or 
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cxinstniction  of  buildings  in  the  special 
flood  hazard  areas  shown  on  the  map. 

The  Director  finds  that  the  delayed 
effective  dates  would  be  contrary  to  the 
public  interest.  The  Director  also  finds 
that  notice  and  public  procedure  under 
5  U.S.C.  553(b)  are  impracticable  and 
unnecessary. 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

This  rule  is  categorically  excluded 
from  the  requirements  of  44  CFR  Part 
10,  Environmental  Ck}nsideration.  No 
environmental  impact  assessment  has 
been  prepared. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
certifies  that  this  rule  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities  in 
accordance  with  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act.  5  U.S.C.  801  et  seq., 
because  the  rule  creates  no  additional 


burden,  but  lists  those  communities 
eligible  fw  the  sale  of  flood  insurance. 

Regulatory  Impact  Analysis 

This  rule  is  not  a  major  rule  under 
Executive  Order  11291,  Federal 
Regulation.  February  17, 1981,  3  CFR, 
1981  Comp.,  p.  127.  No  regulatory 
impact  analysis  has  been  prepared. 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

This  rule  does  not  involve  any 
collection  of  information  for  purposes  of 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act,  44  U.S.C. 
3501  et  seq. 

Executive  Order  12612,  Federalism 

This  rule  involves  no  policies  that 
have  federalism  implications  under 
Executive  Order  12612,  Federalism, 
October  26. 1987,  3  CFR.  1987  Comp., 
p.  252. 


Executive  Order  12778,  Civil  Justice 
Reform 

This  rule  meets  the  applicable 
standards  of  section  2(b)(2)  of  Executive 
Order  12778,  October  25, 1991,  56  FR 
55195,  3  CFR,  1991  Comp.,  p.  309. 

List  of  Subjects  in  44  CFR  Part  64 

Flood  insurance.  Floodplains. 
Accordingly,  44  CFR  part  64  is 
amended  as  follows: 

PART  64— {AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  64 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  4001  et  seq.,  _ 

Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978,  3  CFR, 
1978  Comp.,  p.  329;  E.0. 12127  44  FR  19367, 
3  CFR.  1979  Comp.,  p.  376. 

164.6  [Amended] 

2.  The  tables  published  under  the 
authority  of  $  64.6  are  amended  as 
follows: 


State  and  kx»tion 


New  Ellgiblee — Emergency  Program 
Nebraska:  Custer  County,  unirKX>rporated  areas  ......... 

Michigan: 

Ingallston,  township  of  Menominee  County  . 

L^e,  townsNp  of  Merxxnirtee  Courtty . 

Mellen,  township  of  Menominee  County . 

Ray.  township  of  Macomb  County . 

RoseviUe,  City  of  Macomb  County . . 

IBirK)i8:  Godfrey,  vUiage  of  Madison  C^ty . 

Missouff:  Camden  County,  unincorporated  areas . 

Nebraska:  Howard  County,  unincorporated  areas . 

Indiarta:  Lawrence  County.  unirKx>rfKxated  areas  ....... 

New  Mexico:  San  Miguel  County,  urtincorporated 
areas. 

Texas:  Presidio,  city  of  Presidio  County  . . . 

Oklahoma:  Wayrte,  town  of  McClain  Cramty  . 

New  Ellgiblee^  -Regular  Program 

Vermont:  Hadiand,  town  of  Windsor  County . 

Iowa:  Fredonia,  city  of  Louisa  Courrty . 

California:  Murrieta,  city  of  Riverside  County  * . 

Nebraska:  Hamilton  County.  unirKX>rporated  areas . 

Michigan: 

CedarvHie,  township  of  Merxxninee  County . 

Northern  Mariartt  Islands,  Commonwealth  of . 

South  Carolina:  Awerxlaw,  town  of  Charleston  Courv 
ty*. 

Relnstatementa— Regular  Program 
New  York: 

Brushton,  vfflage  of  Franklin  County  . . 

NHes,  town  of  Cayuga  County . . 

Sempronius.  town  of  Cayuga  County . . 

Wtoois:  Junction.  vWage  of  GaUatin  County . 

Regular  Program  Conversions 
Region  I 

Maine: 

Abington,  town  of  Plymouth  County  — . 

Mkktofield,  town  of  Hatnpshire  County  . . 

North  Andover,  town  of  Essex  County  ..... - 


Community 

No. 

Effective  date  of  authorization/canceltation  of  sale  of 
flood  insuraiKe  in  community 

Current  effective 
map  date 

310428 

June  3,  1993  . . . 

Mar.  14, 1978. 

260660 

June  9, 1993  . . . 

Do. 

260908 

. do . . - . . . 

Do. 

260692 

rtft  . . . . 

Do. 

260910 

. do . . . 

Do. 

260909 

. do . «... . . . . 

Do. 

171031 

June  18, 1993  . 

Do. 

290789 

rift  . 

Apr.  19, 1^. 

Do. 

310446 

June  21, 1993  . 

180441 

June  24, 1993  . . 

Sept  29,  1978. 

350132 

June  28. 1993  . . 

Aug.  16. 1977. 

481651 

. do  . . . 

Do. 

400450 

June  30. 1993  . . . . 

Do. 

500149 

June  3, 1993  . 

June  IS,  1986. 

190308 

June  4,  1993  . . 

Feb.  6, 1991. 

060751 

June  9,  1993  . . . . — 

Do. 

310441 

June  21, 1993  . 

Dec.  2, 1992. 

260659 

June  24, 1993  . 

Nov.  4,  1992. 

750001 

June  28. 1993  . 

May  15, 1991. 

450262 

. do  . . . 

Do. 

361480 

May  23,  1984,  Emerg.;  Feb.  19,  1986,  Reg.;  Nov.  4, 
1992,  Susp.;  Jurre  10,  1993,  Rein. 

Feb.  19,  1986. 

360119 

July  21,  1975,  Emerg.;  Feb.  6.  1984,  Reg.;  Nov.  4, 
1992,  Susp.;  June  10,  1993,  Rein. 

Feb.  6,  1964. 

360123 

Jan.  7,  1976,  Enrerg.;  Nov.  4,  1983,  Reg.;  Nov.  4, 
1992,  Susp.;  June  10. 1993,  Rein. 

Nov.  4, 1983. 

170245 

May  1,  1975,  Emerg.;  Jan.  5,  1^84,  Reg.;  Dec.  15, 
1992,  Susp.;  June  21, 1993,  Rein. 

Jan.  5, 1984. 

250259 

June  2, 1993,  suspension  withdrawn . 

June  2, 1993. 

250166 

250098 

Do. 

. . ......1  -T  -, . 

. do  . . . . . . 

Do. 
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State  and  location 

Effective  date  of  authoiization/cancellation  of  sale  of 
flood  irtsurance  in  corrwnunity 

Current  effective 
map  date 

Peppereit,  town  of  Middlesex  County . 

250210 

. do . . . 

Do. 

Region  H 

New  York: 

Bainbridge,  village  of  Chenango  County . 

360158 

. do . 

Do. 

Champion,  town  of  Jefferson  County . 

360328 

. do . . . 

Do. 

Region  i 

New  HampsNre:  Hampstead,  town  of  Rockingham 

330211 

Juno  16, 1993,  suspension  withdrawn  . . 

June  16,  1993. 

County. 

Region  II 

New  York-  Milton  town  of  .Saratoga  County  . 

360722 

. do . . . . . 

Do. 

Region  II 

Pennsylvania: 

Greenwood,  t0Mm$hip  of  CraM^ford  County  . 

422390 

. do . 

Sept.  10,  1984. 
June  17,  1991. 

June  16,  1993. 

Do. 

Horsham  township  of  Montgomery  County . 

420700 

. do . 

Region  IV 

Florida  Charlotte  County.  unirKorporated  areas  . 

120061 

. do . 

Mississippi- Rar9(in  County,  iminoorporatAri  areas 

280142 

. do . 

Region  V 

Michigan:  Fraser,  township  of  Bay  County  . 

•  260657 

. do . 

Do. 

Region  VI 

Texas: 

Ai,f$tin,  city  of  Travis  and  Williamson  Counties . 

480624 

do  , . T . r . 

Do. 

Hays  County,  ^jnincorporated  areas . 

480321 

. do . 

Do. 

Mttxx.  dty  of  Travis  County  . 

481027 

. do  . . 

Do. 

Travis  County,  uninoorporatad  areas  . 

481026 

. do . 

Do. 

Region  VII 

Missouri:  St  Charles  County,  unirtcorporated  areas  ... 

290315 

. do . . . 

Dec.  15,  1992. 

Region  IX 

Arizorta:. 

St  Johns,  dty  of  Apache  County . 

040010 

. do . 

June  16,  1993. 

'The  City  ot  Murrieta  has  adopted  by  refererK:e  Riverside  County’s  FIRM  dated  September  30,  1988  (Panel  0225B)  and  alt  subsequent 
amerxlments  arxl/or  revisiorrs. 

2The  Town  of  Awendaw  has  adopted  Charleston  Count/s  (#455413)  Flood  lnsurarx»  Study  arrd  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  (FIRM)  dated 
November  4, 1992,  for  flood  Insurance  purposes. 

Code  for  reading  fourth  column:  Emerg.-EmergerK^  RM.-Regular,  Susp.-Suspension;  Rein.-Reinstatement. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No.  83.l6o,  "Rood  Insurance.  ) 


Issued;  July  16, 1993. 

Francis  V.  Reilly, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17546  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
ettUNQ  cooc  e71S-21-P 

44  CFR  Part  64 
[Docket  No.  FEMA-7580] 

Suspension  of  Community  Eligibility 

AGENCY:  Federal  Insurance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  identifies 
communities,  where  the  sale  of  flood 
insurance  has  been  authorized  under 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP),  that  are  suspended  on  the 
effective  dates  listed  within  this  rule 
because  of  noncompliance  with  the 
floodplain  management  requirements  of 
the  program.  If  Federal  Emergency 


Management  Agency  (FEMA)  receives 
documentation  that  the  community  has 
adopted  the  required  floodplain 
management  measures  prior  to  the 
effective  suspension  date  given  in  this 
rule,  the  suspension  will  be  withdrawn 
by  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
EFFECTIVE  OATES:  The  effective  date  of 
each  community’s  suspension  is  the 
third  date  (“Susp.”)  listed  in  the  third 
column  of  the  following  tables. 
ADDRESSES:  If  you  wish  to  determine 
whether  a  particular  community  was 
suspended  on  the  suspension  date, 
contact  the  appropriate  FEMA  Regional 
Offlce  or  the  NFIP  servicing  contractor. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
James  Ross  MacKay,  Acting  Assistant 
Administrator,  Office  of  Loss  Reduction, 
Federal  Insurance  Administration,  500 
C  Street,  SW.,  room  417,  Washington, 
DC  20472,  (202)  646-2717. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  NFIP 
enables  property  owners  to  purchase 
flood  insurance  which  is  generally  not 


otherwise  available.  In  return, 
communities  agree  to  adopt  and 
administer  local  floodplain  management 
aimed  at  protecting  lives  and  new 
construction  from  future  flooding. 
Section  1315  of  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968,  as  amended,  42 
U.S.C.  4022,  prohibits  flood  insurance 
coverage  as  authorized  under  the 
National  Flood  Insurance  Program,  42 
U.S.C.  4001  et  seq.,  unless  an 
appropriate  public  body  adopts 
adequate  floodplain  management 
measures  with  effective  enforcement 
measures.  The  communities  listed  in 
this  document  no  longer  meet  that 
statutory  requirement  for  compliance 
with  program  regulations,  44  CFR  part 
59  et  seq.  Accordingly,  the  communities 
will  be  suspended  on  the  effective  date 
in  the  fourth  column.  As  of  that  date, 
flood  insurance  will  no  longer  be 
available  in  the  community.  However, 
some  of  these  communities  may  adopt 
and  submit  the  required  documentation 
of  legally  enforceable  floodplain 
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management  measures  after  this  rule  is 
published  but  prior  to  the  actual 
suspension  date.  These  conmumities 
will  not  be  suspended  and  will  continue 
their  eligibility  for  the  sale  of  insurance. 

A  notice  withdrawing  the  suspension  of 
the  commimities  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Renter. 

In  addition,  tne  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  has  identined  the 
special  flood  hazard  areas  in  these 
communities  by  publishing  a  Flood 
Insurance  Rate  Map  (FIRM).  The  date  of 
the  FIRM  if  one  has  been  published,  is 
indicated  in  the  fourth  colunm  of  the 
table.  No  direct  Federal  financial 
assistance  (except  assistance  pursuant  to 
the  Robert  T.  Stafford  Disaster  Relief 
and  Emergency  Assistance  Act  not  in 
connection  with  a  flood)  may  legally  be 
provided  for  construction  or  acquisition 
of  buildings  in  the  identified  special 
flood  hazard  area  of  commimities  not 
participating  in  the  NFIP  and  identified 
for  more  than  a  year,  on  the  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency’s 
initial  flood  insurance  map  of  the 
community  as  having  flood-prone  areas 
(section  202(a)  of  the  Flood  Disaster 
Protection  Act  of  1973, 42  U.S.C. 

4106(a),  as  amended).  This  prohibition 
against  certain  types  of  Federal 
assistance  becomes  effective  for  the 
commimities  listed  on  the  date  shown 
in  the  last  column. 

The  Administrator  finds  that  notice 
.  and  public  comment  under  5  U.S.C. 
553(o)  are  impracticable  and 
unnecessary  because  communities  listed 
in  this  final  rule  have  been  adequately 
notified. 


Each  community  receives  a  6-month, 
90-day,  and  30-day  notification 
addressed  to  the  C^ief  Executive  Officer 
that  the  community  will  be  suspended 
unless  the  required  floodplain 
management  measures  are  met  prior  to 
the  effective  suspension  date.  Since 
these  notifications  have  been  made,  this 
final  rule  may  take  effect  within  less 
than  30  days. 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

This  rule  is  categorically  excluded 
from  the  requirements  of  44  CFR  Part 
10,  Environmental  Consideration.  No 
environmental  impact  assessment  has 
been  prepared. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
has  determined  that  this  rule  is  exempt 
from  the  requirements  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  because  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968,  as 
amended,  42  U.S.C.  4022,  prohibits 
flood  insurance  coverage  unless  an 
appropriate  public  body  adopts 
adequate  floodplain  management 
measures  with  effective  enforcement 
measures.  The  communities  listed  no 
longer  comply  with  the  statutory 
requirements,  and  after  the  effective 
date,  flood  insurance  will  no  longer  be 
available  in  the  communities  unless 
they  take  remedial  action. 

Regulatory  Impact  Analysis 

This  rule  is  not  a  major  rule  under 
Executive  Order  12291,  Federal 
Regulation,  February  17, 1981,  3  CFR, 


1981  Comp.,  p.  127.  No  regulatory 
impact  analysis  has  been  prepared.  ^ 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

This  rule  does  not  involve  any 
collection  of  information  for  purposes  of 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act,  44  U.S.C. 
3501  et  seq. 

Executive  Order  12612,  Federalism 

This  rule  involves  no  policies  that 
have  federalism  implications  under 
Executive  Order  12612,  Federalism, 
October  26, 1987,  3  CFR,  1987  Comp., 
p.  252. 

Executive  Order  12778,  Civil  Justice 
Reform 

This  rule  meets  the  applicable 
standards  of  section  2(b)(2)  of  Executive 
Order  12778,  October  25, 1991,  56  FR  . 
55195,  3  CFR,  1991  Comp.,  p.  309. 

List  of  Subjects  in  44  CFR  Part  64 
Flood  insurance.  Floodplains. 
Accordingly,  44  CFR  part  64  is 
amended  as  follows; 

PART  64— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  64 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  4001  et  seq.:  _ 

Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978,  3  CFR. 
1978  Comp.,  p.  329:  E.0. 12127, 44  FR  19367, 
3  CFR.  1979  Comp.,  p.  376. 

§64.6  [Amended] 

2.  The  tables  published  under  the 
authority  of  §  64.6  are  amended  as 
follows: 


State  arxl  location 

Community 
*  No. 

Effective  date  of  authorization/cancellation 
of  sale  of  flood  insurance  in  community 

Current  effective 
map  date 

Regular  Program  Conversions 
Region  II 

New  York: 

Gates,  town  of  Monroe  County . 

Middleton,  town  of  Delaware  County  ... 

360416 

360209 

July  30,  1974,  Emerg;  Aug.  2,  1993,  Reg; 
Aug.  2,  1993,  Susp. 

July  30,  1976,  Emerg;  May  15, 1985,  Rag; 

Aug.  2,  1993 . 

Aug.  2, 1993  . 

Watertown,  City  of  Jefferson  County  ... 

360354 

Aug.  2, 1993,  Susp. 

July  23,  1975,  Emerg;  June  5,  1985,  Reg; 

Aug.  2, 1993 . 

Watertown,  town  of  Jefferson  County  .. 

360355 

Aug.  2, 1993,  Susp. 

July  7,  1975,  Emerg;  Oct.  15,  1985,  Reg; 

Aug.  2. 1993 . 

Region  III 

West  Virginia: 

Jefferson  County  unincorporated  areas 

540065 

Aug.  2, 1993,  Susp. 

Dec.  IS,  1975,  Emerg;  Oct  15, 1980,  Reg; 

Aug.  2,  1993 . 

Region  V 

Minnesota; 

Chisago  County  unincorporated  areas . 

270682 

Aug.  2, 1993,  Susp. 

Sept  4, 1975,  Emerg;  Apr.  18, 1983,  Reg; 

Aug.  2,  1993 . 

Aug.  2, 1993,  Susp. 

Date  c 
federal 
ance  no 
availal 
special 
hazard 


Aug.  2, 1993. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Ills!! 
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State  and  location 

Community 

No. 

Effective  date  of  authortzation/cancellation 
of  sale  of  flood  ktourance  in  community 

Current  efiectiva 
map  date 

Date  certain 
federal  assist¬ 
ance  no  longer 
available  in 
spedai  flood 
hazard  areas 

Region  VI 

OM^kxtuu 

Lindsay,  dty  of  Garvin  County . 

Regular  Program  Converaions 
Region  1 

Connecticut 

Beilin,  town  of  Hartford  County . 

Maine: 

Glenbum,  town  of  Penobscot  County  .. 

360209 

090022 

230106 

July  30,  1976  Emerg;  May  15, 1985,  Reg; 
Aug.  2, 1993,  Susp. 

Jan.  14, 1975,  Emerg;  July  16,  1980,  Reg; 
Aug.  16, 1993,  Susp. 

July  15,  1975,  Emerg;  Aug.  5,  1991,  Reg; 

Aug.  2, 1993 _ 

1 

May  3, 1993  _ 

Aug.  16, 1993 _ 

Do. 

Aug.  16, 1993. 

Do. 

Guilford,  town  of  Piscataquis  County  ... 

230117 

16, 1993,  Su^. 

July  17,  1975,  Emerg;  July  16,  1979,  Reg; 

Aug.  16, 1993  . . 

Do. 

Region  il 

Pennsylvania: 

Washktgton,  township  of  Westmore- 

422196 

Aug.  16, 19^,  Susp. 

Jan.  3,  1977  Emerg;  Apr.  16,  1982,  Reg; 

Aug.  16, 1993 . 

Do. 

land  County. 

Buckingham,  township  of  Wayne 

422159 

Aug.  16,  1993,  Si^. 

May  12,  1975,  Emerg;  Aug.  19,  1985, 

Aug.  16, 1993 . 

Do. 

County. 

Region  V 

Wisconsin: 

Eau  Claire  County,  unincorporated 

555552 

Reg;  Aug.  16, 1993,  Susp. 

May  28, 1971,  Emerg;  Jan.  12, 1973,  Reg; 

Aug.  16, 1993  . 

Do. 

areas. 

Aug.  16, 1993,  Susp. 

Code  for  reading  fourth  column:  Emerg.-Emergoncy;  Reg.-Regular;  Susp.-Suspension. 


(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
83.100.  “Flood  Insurance.”) 

Issued:  July  16, 1993. 

Frauds  V.  ReiUy, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration. 
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44  CFR  Part  64 
[Docket  No.  FEMA-75791 

Suspension  of  Community  Eligibility 

AGENCY:  Federal  Insiuance 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  identifies 
commtinities,  where  the  sale  of  flood 
insurance  has  been  authorized  under 
the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
(NFIP),  that  are  suspended  on  the 
efiective  dates  listed  within  this  rule 
because  of  noncompliance  with  the 
floodplain  management  requirements  of 
the  program.  If  F'EMA  receives 
documentation  that  the  community  has 
adopted  the  required  floodplain 
management  measures  prior  to  the 
efiective  suspension  date  given  in  this 
rule,  the  suspension  will  be  withdrawn 
by  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
EFFECTIVE  DATES.  As  shown  in  the  fifth 
column  of  the  tables  below. 


ADDRESSES:  If  you  wish  to  determine 
whether  a  particular  community  was 
suspended  on  the  suspension  date, 
contact  the  appropriate  FEMA  Regional 
Office  or  the  NFIP  servicing  contractor. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
James  Ross  Mackay,  Acting  Assistant 
Administrator,  Office  of  Loss  Reduction, 
Federal  Insurance  Administration,  500 
C  Street,  SW.,  room  417,  Washington, 

DC  20472,  (202)  646-2717. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  NFIP 
enables  property  owners  to  purchase 
flood  insurance  which  is  generally  not 
otherwise  available.  In  return, 
commimities  agree  to  adopt  and 
administer  local  floodplain  management 
aimed  at  protecting  lives  and  new 
construction  finm  future  flooding. 
Section  1315  of  the  National  Flood 
Insurance  Act  of  1968,  as  amended,  42 
U.S-C.  4022,  prohibits  flood  insurance 
coverage  as  authorized  under  the 
National  Flood  Insiirance  Program,  42 
U.S.C.  4001  et  seq.,  unless  an 
appropriate  public  body  adopts 
adequate  floodplain  management 
measures  with  effective  enforcement 
measures. 

On  August  25, 1986,  FEMA  published 
a  final  rule  in  the  Federal  Register  that 
revised  the  NFIP  floodplain 
management  requirements.  The  rule 
became  efiective  on  October  1, 1986.  As 
a  condition  for  continued  eligibility  in 


the  NFIP,  44  (ZFR  60.7  gives 
communities  six  months  to  revise  their 
floodplain  management  regulations  to 
comply  with  any  revised  NFIP 
regulation  or  be  subject  to  suspension 
horn  participation  in  the  NFIP. 

The  communities  listed  in  this 
document  no  longer  meet  the  statutory 
requirement  for  compliance  with 
program  regulations,  44  CFR  part  59  et 
seq.  Accordingly,  the  communities  will 
be  suspended  on  the  efiective  date  in 
the  fifth  column.  As  of  that  date,  flood 
insurance  will  no  longer  be  available  in 
the  commimity.  However,  some  of  these 
communities  may  adopt  and  submit  the 
required  documentation  of  legally 
enforceable  floodplain  management 
measures  after  this  rule  is  published  but 
prior  to  the  actual  suspension  date. 
These  communities  will  not  be 
suspended  and  will  continue  their 
eligibility  for  the  sale  of  insurance.  A 
notice  withdrawing  the  suspension  of 
the  communities  will  be  published  in 
the  Federal  Register.  In  the  interim,  if 
you  wish  to  determine  if  a  particular 
community  was  suspended  on  the 
suspension  date,  contact  the  appropriate 
FEMA  Regional  Office  or  the  NFIP 
servicing  contractor. 

The  Administrator  finds  that  notice 
and  public  comment  under  5  U.S.C. 
553(b)  are  impracticable  and 
unnecessary  because  communities  listed 
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in  this  final  rule  have  been  adequately 
notified. 

Each  community  receives  a  6-month, 
90-day,  and  SO-day  notification 
addressed  to  the  Chief  Executive  Officer 
that  the  community  will  be  suspended 
unless  the  required  floodplain 
management  measures  are  met  prior  to 
the  effective  suspension  date.  Since 
these  notifications  have  been  made,  this 
final  rule  may  take  effect  within  less 
than  30  days. 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act 

This  rule  is  categorically  excluded 
from  the  requirements  of  44  CFR  Part 
10,  Environmental  Consideration.  No 
environmental  impact  assessment  has 
been  prepared. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

The  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
has  determined  that  this  rule  is  exempt 
from  the  requirements  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act  because  the  National 
Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968,  as 
amended.  42  U.S.C.  4022,  prohibits 


flood  insurance  coverage  unless  an 
appropriate  public  body  adopts 
adequate  flo^plain  management 
measures  with  efiective  enforcement 
measures.  The  communities  listed  no 
longer  comply  with  the  statutory 
requirement,  and  after  the  efiective  date, 
flood  insurance  will  no  longer  be 
available  in  the  communities  unless 
they  take  remedial  action. 

Regulatory  Impact  Analysis 

This  rule  is  not  a  major  rule  imder 
Executive  Order  12291,  Federal 
Regulation,  February  17, 1981,  3  CFR, 
1981  Comp.,  p.  127.  No  regulatory 
impact  analysis  has  been  prepared. 

Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

This  rule  does  not  involve  any 
collection  of  information  for  purposes  of 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act,  44  U.S.C. 
3501  et  seq. 

Executive  Order  12612,  Federalism 

This  rule  involves  no  policies  that 
have  federalism  implications  imder 
Executive  Order  12612,  Federalism, 


October  26, 1987,  3  CFR,  1987  Comp., 
p.  252. 

Executive  Order  12778,  Civil  Justice 
Reform 

This  rule  meets  the  applicable 
standards  of  section  2(b)(2)  of  Executive 
Order  12778,  October  25, 1991,  56  FR 
55195,  3  CFR,  1991  Comp.,  p.  309. 

List  of  Subjects  in  44  CFR  Part  64 
Flood  insurance.  Floodplains. 
Accordingly,  44  CFR  part  64  is 
amended  as  follows: 

PART  64— {AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  64 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  42  U.S.C.  4001  et  seq.; 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1978,  3  CFR, 
1978  Comp.,  p.  329;  E.0. 12127, 44  FR  19367, 
3  CFR.  1979  Comp.,  p.  376. 

§64.6  [Amended] 

2.  The  tables  published  under  the 
authority  of  §  64.6  are  amended  as 
follows; 


State 

Community  ruune 

County 

Community  No. 

Effective  date 

Regular  Program  Conversions 

Region  1 

Vermont  . 

Jericho.  Town  of . 

Chittenden  . 

500037 

Aug.  2. 1993. 

Region  Ul 

Pennsylvania  . 

Bethlehem.  Township  of . 

Northampton . 

420980 

Do. 

Do . 

Dauphin,  Borough  of  . 

Dauphin  . 

420375 

Do. 

Do . 

Delaware,  Township  of . 

Northumberland . 

421010 

Do. 

Do . 

Harrison,  Tnwm.«hip  of  . 

Potter . 

421978 

Do. 

Do . 

Swatara,  Township  of  . 

Dauphin  . 

420398 

Do. 

Do . 

Vifayne,  Township  of . 

Mifflin  . 

421240 

Do. 

Region  V 

Indiana  . 

Brcx}k,  Town  of . 

Newton . 

180180 

Aug.  16. 1993. 
Do. 

Do  . 

Hamlet,  Town  of . 

Starke  . 

180241 

Do  . . . 

Hamilton,  Town  of  . 

Steuben  . 

180080 

Do. 

Do  . 

Remington  Town  of  . 

Jasper  . 

180101 

Do. 

Do  . 

Princeton,  City  of . 

Gibson  . 

180073 

Do. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No 
83.100.  "Flood  Insurance.") 

Issued;  July  16, 1993. 

Francis  V.  Reilly, 

Deputy  Administrator,  Federal  Insurance 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17548  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  64 

[CC  Docket  No.  90-571;  FCC  99-357] 

Telecommunicationa  Relay  Services 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 


ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  Third  Report  and  Order 
(Third  R&O)  amends  the  Commission’s 
rules  regarding  telecommunications 
relay  services  (TRS)  to  establish  a 
shared-funding,  TRS  interstate  cost 
recovery  plan.  This  action  is  pursuant  to 
requirements  of  the  Americans  with 
Disabilities  Act  of  1990  (ADA)  which, 
among  other  things,  amended  Title  n  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934  by 
adding  section  225,  and  will  have  Uie 
effect  of  implementing  an  efiective  cost 
recovery  program  interstate  TRS  costs. 
EFFECTIVE  DATES:  July  26, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Linda  Dubroof,  Domestic  Facilities 
Division,  Common  Carrier  Bureau,  (202) 
634-1808,  or  James  Lande,  Industry 


Analysis  Division,  Common  Carrier 
Bureau,  (202)  632-1371. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
summarizes  the  Commission’s  'Third 
R&O  adopted  July  15, 1993,  and 
released  July  20. 1993,  in  the  matter  of 
Telecommunications  Relay  Services, 
and  the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act 
of  1990,  Third  Report  and  Order  (CC 
Docket  90-571,  FCC  93-357).  ’The 
Commission  finds  good  cause  for 
making  the  rule  amendments  efiective 
on  less  than  30  days  notice  because 
Title  rv  of  the  ADA  requires  TRS 
implementation  by  July  26, 1993.  The 
Third  R&O  and  supporting  file  are 
available  for  inspection  and  copying 
during  the  weekday  hours  of  9  a.m.  to 
4:30  p.m.  in  the  FCC  Reference  Center, 
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room  239, 1919  M  St.,  NW., 

Washington,  DC,  or  copies  may  be 
purcha^  from  the  Commission’s 
duplicating  contractor,  ITS,  2100  M  St., 
NW.,  suite  140,  Washington,  DC  20037, 
phone  (202)  857-3800.  The  Third 
Report  and  Order  will  be  published  in 
the  FCC  Record. 

0MB  Review 

The  following  collections  of 
information  contained  in  the  final  rules 
have  been  submitted  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (0MB)  for 
approval.  Expedited  review  and 
approval  of  the  information  collections 
by  August  3, 1993,  has  been  requested. 

Title:  Rules  and  Requirements  for 
Telecommunications  Relay  Services 
(TRS)  Interstate  Cost  Recovery. 

OMB  Control  No.:  3060-0536. 

FCC  Form  No.:  FCC  Form  431. 

Action:  Revision. 

Respondents:  Businesses  and  other  for 
profit,  including  small  businesses. 

Frequency  of  Response:  On  occasion 
and  annually. 

Estimatea  Annual  Burden:  5,000 
responses;  9.266  hours  per  response; 
46,330  hours  total. 

Public  burden  for  the  collection  of 
information  is  estimated  as  above.  These 
estimates  include  the  time  for  reviewing 
instructions,  searching  existing  data 
sources,  gathering  and  maintaining  the 
data  needed,  and  completing  and 
reviewing  the  collections  of 
information.  Send  comments  regarding 
these  burden  estimates  or  any  other 
aspect  of  the  collections  of  information, 
including  suggestions  for  reducing  the 
burden,  to  the  Federal  Commimications 
Commission,  Records  and  Management 
Division,  room  234,  Paperwork 
Reduction  Project,  Washington,  DC 
20554,  and  to  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget.  Paperwork  Reduction 
Project  (3060-0536),  Washington.  DC 
20503. 

Needs  and  Uses:  The  Third  Report 
and  Order  adopts  the  rules  and 
requirements  that  implement  the 
shared-funding  program  for  recovery  of 
interstate  TRS  costs.  The  information 
will  be  used  to  administer  the  program. 
Respondents  are  all  interstate  service 
providers  who  must  contribute  to  the 
TRS  Fund  and  TRS  providers  seeking 
payment  from  the  TRS  Fund. 

Analysis  of  Proceeding 

This  summarizes  the  Commission’s 
Third  R&O  in  the  matter  of 
Telecommimications  Relay  Services, 
and  the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act 
of  1990  (ADA),  (CC  Docket  90-571,  FCC 
93-357,  adopted  July  15, 1993,  and 
released  July  20, 1993).  In  the  Report 
and  Order  and  Request  for  Further 


Comments,  released  July  26, 1991, 6 
FCC  Red  4657  (1991),  (56  FR  36729, 
August  1, 1991),  the  Commission 
adopted  rules  to  implement  the  ADA. 
The  rules  require  each  common  carrier 
providing  telephone  voice  transmission 
services  to  provide  ’TRS  not  later  than 
July  26, 1993,  throughout  the  area  in 
which  it  offers  services.  Carriers  may 
provide  services  individually,  through 
designees,  through  a  competitively 
selected  vendor,  or  in  concert  with  other 
carriers.  The  Commission  also  fashioned 
a  comprehensive  set  of  rules  which  set 
forth  terminology  and  definitions  of 
TRS,  prescribe  operational,  technical, 
and  functional  minimum  standards  of 
all  TRS  providers,  and  delineate  the 
state  certification  process.  Specifically, 
the  Commission’s  rules  require  that  IRS 
shall  be  capable  of  handling  any  type  of 
call  normally  provided  by  common 
carriers.  The  burden  of  proving  the 
infeasibility  of  handling  any  type  of  call 
is  on  the  carriers.  With  regard  to 
confidentiality,  the  Commission’s  rules 
require  that,  consistent  with  the 
obligations  of  common  carrier  operators, 
TRS  communications  assistants  (CAs) 
are  prohibited  firom  disclosing  the 
content  of  any  relayed  conversation 
regardless  of  content.  Furthermore,  the 
Commission,  noting  that  the  record  was 
not  adequate  to  determine  a  specific 
cost  recovery  mechanism,  sought  further 
comments  containing  specific  proposals 
on  interstate  cost  recoveiy. 

In  an  Order  on  Reconsideration, 
Second  Report  and  Order,  and  Further 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking,  8  FCC 
Red  1802  (1992),  (58  FR  12175,  March 
3, 1993)  (TOS  n),  released  February  25, 
1993,  the  Commission  proposed  rules 
tasking  the  National  Exchange  Carrier 
Associations,  Inc.  (NECA)  with  the 
responsibility  for  administering  the 
shared-funding  plan,  but  the 
Commission  invited  other  proposals. 
Under  the  proposed  rules,  the 
Administrator’s  performance  would  be 
reviewed  after  an  initial  two  year 
period. 

In  this  Third  R&O  adopted  July  15, 
1993,  the  Commission  adopts  rules 
implementing  the  TRS  Fund,  a  shared- 
funding  mechanism  to  recover  interstate 
TRS  costs.  The  Commission,  in  this 
Third  R&O  determines  that  the  TRS 
Fund  will  be  administered  for  two 
years,  on  an  interim  basis,  by  NECA. 
NECA  will  be  required  to  report 
administrative  costs  to  the  Commission 
on  an  annual  basis  and  must  establish 
a  non-paid,  voluntary,  advisory 
committee  to  monitor  the  funding 
mechanism.  The  Commission  will 
review  the  TRS  Fund  administrator’s 
performance,  and  will  entertain 
proposals  by  other  parties  interested  in 


functioning  as  future  administrator  of 
the  'TRS  Fund. 

The  Third  R&O  also  clarifies  the 
Commission’s  proposed  rule  defining 
“interstate”  service  and  sets  forth  a 
method  of  calculating  contributions  to, 
and  payments  from,  ffie  TRS  Fund.  The 
Commission  affirms  that  contributions 
shall  be  based  on  relative  share  of  gross 
interstate  revenues,  and  that  interstate 
carriers  services  contributors  shall 
include,  but  are  not  limited  to:  resale, 
cellular,  access  (including  federal 
subscriber  line  charges),  personal 
communications  services  (PCS),  packet- 
switched,  WATS,  video,  telex,  mobile 
radio.  800, 900,  operator,  message 
telephone  (MTS),  private  dedicated, 
international,  satellite,  and  intraLATA 
service  providers. 

Initial  contributions  to  the  TRS  Fund 
are  due  September  26, 1993. 
Contributors  will  calculate  their 
contribution  to  the  TRS  Fund  as  the 
product  of  their  subject  revenues  for  the 
prior  calendar  year  and  contribution 
factor  determined  by  the  Commission. 
The  minimum  yearly  contribution  is 
$100.  Appendix  D  of  the  Third  R&O 
“TRS  Fvmd  Worksheet”  outlines 
procedures  for  contributors  to  make 
their  contributions  to  the  TRS  Fund 
Administrator. 

Payments  from  the  TRS  Fund  to  TRS 
providers  will  be  based  on  the  average 
rate  of  interstate  TRS  minutes  of  use. 
TRS  providers  in  compliance  with  the 
minimum  standards  set  forth  in  the 
rules  shall  be  eligible  for  TRS  Fimd 
payments.  State  contracted  TRS 
providers  selected  by  the  state  may 
submit  data  to  the  administrator  and  the 
administrator  may  make  payments 
directly  to  those  contractine  parties. 

The  Commission  found  tnat 
imposition  of  Part  36  jurisdictional 
separations  requirements  on  TRS 
providers  who  are  not  common  carriers 
presents  unnecessary  administrative 
burdens.  Therefore,  the  Commission 
directed  the  administrator  to  fashion  a 
form  that  would  establish  adequate 
account  definitions  and  procedures 
reasonably  tailored  to  meet  the  needs  of 
TRS.  Further,  the  Commission  found 
that  existing  accounting  and  separations 
rules  should  be  adequate  to  deal  with 
the  provision  of  interstate  TRS  by 
subject  service  providers. 

Final  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis 

Pursuant  to  the  Regulatory  Flexibility 
Act  of  1980,  5  U.S.C.  601,  et  seq.,  the 
Commission's  final  analysis  in  this 
Third  R&O  is  as  follows: 

I.  Need  and  Purpose  of  This  Action 

This  Third  R&O  further  amends  part 
64  of  the  Commission’s  rules  to  require 
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that  each  common  carrier  engaged  in 
interstate  and/or  intrastate  telephone 
voice  transmission  services  shall,  no 
later  than  July  26, 1993,  provide 
telecommunications  relay  services 
throughout  the  area  in  which  it  oHers 
service.  The  rule  amendments  ere 
required  by  the  Americans  with 
Disabilities  Act  of  1990,  which,  inter 
alia,  added  section  225  to  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended.  47  U.S.C.  225.  The  rules  are 
intended  to  ensure  that  interstate  and 
intrastate  telecommunications  relay 
services  are  available,  to  the  extent 
possible  and  in  the  most  efficient 
manner,  to  individuals  in  the  United 
States 

n.  Summary  of  Issues  Raised  by  the 
Public  Comments  in  Response  to  the 
Initial  Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis 

No  comments  were  submitted  in 
direct  response  to  the  Initial  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Analysis. 

in.  Significant  Alternatives  Considered 

Tlie  Order  on  Reconsideration, 

Second  Repmrt  and  Order  and  Further 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  in  this 
proceeding  oifered  several  proposals 
and  requested  comments  as  well  as  the 
views  of  commenters  on  other 
possibilities.  The  Commission  has 
considered  all  comments,  and  has 
adopted  most  of  its  proposals  in 
addition  to  some  alternatives 
recommended  by  commenters.  The 
Commission  vehicles  considers  its 
Third  RAO  to  be  the  most  reasonable 
course  of  action  under  the  mandate  of 
Section  225  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended. 

The  Secretary  shall  send  a  copy  of 
this  Third  R&O  including  the 
certification  to  the  Chief  Counsel  for 
Advocacy  of  the  Small  Business 
Administration  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  603(A)  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act,  Pub.  L.  No.  96-354,  94 
Stat.  1164,  5  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.  (1981). 

Ordering  Clauses 

1.  Accordingly,  It  is  Ordered,  That, 
pursuant  to  Sections  1,  4(i),  4(j),  201- 
205,  225  and  403  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  47  U.S.C.  Sections  151, 154(i), 
154(j),  201-205,  225  and  403,  Part  64  of 
tlie  Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations 
Is  Amended  as  set  forth  below,  efiective 
July  26. 1993.1 

2.  It  is  Further  Ordered,  That  the  TRS 
Fund  Worksheet.  July  1993  is  hereby 


1  We  find  good  cauee  for  making  the  rule 
amendments  efiective  on  less  than  30  days  notice 
because  Title  IV  of  the  ADA  requires  TRS 
implementation  by  July  26, 1993. 


adopted,  and  the  woiksheet  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

3.  It  is  Further  Ordered,  That, 
pursuant  to  the  requirements  of  Section 
604  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  5 
U.S.C.  604,  the  Secretary  shall  cause  a 
summary  of  this  Third  ^port  and  Order 
to  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
which  shall  include  a  statement 
describing  how  members  of  the  public 
may  obtain  such  copies.  The  Sectary 
shall  also  provide  a  copy  of  this  Third 
Report  and  Order  to  each  state  utility 
commission  and  to  the  Chief  Counsel 
for  Advocacy  of  the  Small  Business 
Administration. 

List  of  Subjects  in  47  CFR  Part  64 

Communications,  Common  carriers. 
Handicapped.  Individuals  with  hearing 
and  speech  disabilities. 
Telecommunications  relay  services. 
Federal  Communications  Commission 
William  F.  Caton, 

Acting  Secretary. 

Amended  Rules 

Part  64  of  chapter  I  of  Title  47  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  is 
amended  as  follows: 

PART  64-MiSCELLANEOUS  RULES 
RELATING  TO  COMMON  CARRIERS 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  64 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  Section  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as 
amended;  47  U.S.C  154,  unless  otherwise 
noted.  Interpret  nr  apply  secs.  201,  218,  225, 
48  Stat.  1070,  as  amended,  1077;  47  U.S.C 
201,  218,  225  unless  otherwise  noted. 

2.  Section  64.604(c)(4)(ili)  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  84.604  Mandatory  minimum  standard*. 

(c)*  *  * 

(4)  *  *  * 

(iii)  Telecommunications  Relay 
Services  Fund.  Effective  July  26, 1993, 
an  Interstate  Cost  Recovery  Plan, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  TRS  Fund, 
shall  be  administered  by  an  entity 
selected  by  the  Commission 
(administrator).  The  initial 
administrator,  for  an  interim  period, 
will  be  the  National  Exchange  Carrier 
Association,  Inc. 

(A)  Contributions.  Every  carrier 
providing  interstate  telecommunications 
services  shall  contribute  to  the  TRS 
Fund  on  the  basis  of  its  relative  share  of 
gross  interstate  revenues  as  described 
herein.  Contributions  shall  be  made  by 
all  carriers  who  provide  interstate 
services,  including,  but  not  limited  to. 
cellular  telephone  and  paging,  mobile 
radio,  operator  services,  personal 
communications  service  (PCS),  access 
(including  subscriber  line  charges). 


alternative  access  and  special  access, 
packet-switched,  WATS,  800, 900, 
message  telephone  service  (MTS), 
private  line,  telex,  telegraph,  vidm, 
satellite,  intraLATA,  international  and 
resale  services. 

(B)  Contribution  computatirais. 
Contributors*  contribution  to  the  TRS 
fund  shall  be  the  product  of  their 
subject  revenues  for  the  prior  calendar 
year  and  a  contribution  fectm- 
determined  annually  by  the 
Commission.  The  contribution  factor 
shall  be  based  on  the  ratio  between 
expected  TRS  Fund  expenses  to  total 
interstate  revenues.  In  the  event  that 
contributions  exceed  TRS  payments  and 
administrative  costs,  the  contribution 
factor  for  the  follo%ving  year  will  be 
adjusted  by  an  appropriate  amoiuit, 
taking  into  consideration  projected  cost 
and  usage  changes.  In  the  event  that 
contributions  ere  inadequate,  the  fund 
administrator  may  request  authority 
from  the  Commission  to  borrow  funds 
commercially,  with  such  debt  secured 
by  future  years  contributions.  Each 
subject  carrier  must  contribute  at  least 
$100  per  year.  Service  providers  whose 
annual  contributions  total  less  than 
$1,200  must  pay  the  entire  contribution 
at  the  beginning  of  the  contribution 
period.  Service  providers  whose 
contributions  total  $1 ,200  or  more  may 
divide  their  contributions  into  equal 
monthly  payments.  Contributions  shall 
be  calculated  and  filed  in  accordance 
with  a  “TRS  Fund  Worksheet,”  which 
shall  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  worksheet  sets  forth 
information  that  must  be  provided  by 
the  contributor,  the  formula  for 
computing  the  contribution,  the  manner 
of  pa)rment,  and  due  dates  for  payments. 
The  worksheet  shall  be  certified  to  by  an 
officer  of  the  contributor,  and  subject  to 
verification  by  the  Commission  or  the 
administrator  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Commission.  Contributors’  statements 
in  the  worksheet  shall  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  Section  220  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended.  The  fund  administrator  may 
bill  contributors  a  separate  assessment 
for  reasonable  administrative  expenses 
and  interest  resulting  from  improper 
filing  or  overdue  contributions. 

(C)  Data  collection  from  TRS 
Providers.  TRS  providers  shall  provide 
the  administrator  with  true  and 
adequate  data  necessary  to  determine 
TRS  fund  revenue  requirements  and 
payments.  TRS  providers  shall  provide 
the  administrator  with  the  following: 
total  TRS  minutes  of  use,  total  interstate 
TRS  minutes  of  use.  total  TRS  operating 
expenses  and  total  TRS  investment  in 
general  accordance  with  Part  32  of  the 
Communications  Act,  and  other 
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historical  or  projected  information 
reasonably  requested  by  the 
administrator  for  purposes  of  computing 
payments  and  revenue  requirements. 

The  administrator  and  the  Commission 
shall  have  the  authority  to  examine, 
verify  and  audit  data  received  from  TRS 
providers  as  necessary  to  assure  the 
accuracy  and  integrity  of  fund  ' 
payments. 

(D)  The  TRS  Fund  will  be  subject  to 
a  yearly  audit  performed  by  an 
independent  certified  accounting  firm 
or  the  Commission,  or  both. 

(E)  Payments  to  TRS  Providers.  TRS 
Fund  payments  shall  be  distributed  to 
TRS  providers  based  on  formulas 
approved  or  modified  by  the 
Commission.  The  administrator  shall 
file  schedules  of  payment  formulas  with 
the  Commission.  Such  formulas  shall  be 
designed  to  compensate  TRS  providers 
for  reasonable  costs  of  providing 
interstate  TRS,  and  shall  be  subject  to 
Commission  approval.  Such  formulas 
shall  be  based  on  total  monthly 
interstate  TRS  minutes  of  use.  TRS 
minutes  of  use  for  purposes  of  interstate 
cost  recovery  under  the  TRS  Fund  are 
defined  as  the  minutes  of  use  for 
completed  interstate  TRS  calls  placed 
through  the  TRS  center  beginning  after 
call  set-up  and  concluding  after  l^e  last 
message  call  unit.  In  addition  to  the  data 
requir^  under  paragraph  (c)(4)(iii)(C)  of 
this  section,  all  TRS  providers, 
including  providers  who  are  not 
interexchange  carriers,  local  exchange 
carriers,  or  certified  state  relay 
providers,  must  submit  reports  of 
interstate  TRS  minutes  of  use  to  the 
administrator  in  order  to  receive 
payments.  The  administrator  shall 
establish  procedures  to  verify  payment 
claims,  and  may  suspend  or  delay 
payments  to  a  TRS  provider  if  the  TRS 
provider  fails  to  provide  adequate 
verification  of  payment  upon  reasonable 
request,  or  if  directed  by  the 
Commission  to  do  so.  TRS  Fund 
administrator  shall  make  payments  only 
to  eligible  TRS  providers  operating 
pursuant  to  the  mandatory  minimum 


standards  as  required  in  §  64.604,  and 
after  disbursements  to  the  administrator 
for  reasonable  expenses  incurred  by  it  in 
connection  with  TRS  Fund 
administration.  TRS  providers  receiving 
payments  shall  file  a  form  prescribed  by 
the  administrator.  The  administrator 
shall  fashion  a  form  that  is  consistent 
with  Parts  32  and  36  procedures 
reasonably  tailored  to  meet  the  needs  of 
TRS  providers.  The  Commission  shall 
have  authority  to  audit  providers  and 
have  access  to  all  data,  including  carrier 
specific  data,  collected  by  the  fund 
administrator.  The  fund  administrator 
shall  have  authority  to  audit  TRS 
providers  reporting  data  to  the 
administrator. 

(F)  TRS  providers  eligible  for 
receiving  payments  from  the  TRS  Fund 
are: 

(])  TRS  facilities  operated  under 
contract  with  and/or  by  certified  state 
TRS  nrograms  pursuant  to  §  64.605;  or 
(2)  TRd  facilities  owned  by  or  operated 
under  contract  with  a  common  carrier 
providing  interstate  services  operated 

rursuant  to  §  64.604;  or 
Interstate  common  carriers  offering 
TRS  pursuant  to  §  64.604. 

(G)  Any  eligible  TRS  provider  as 
defined  in  paragraph  (c)(4)(iii)  (F)  of  this 
section  shall  notify  the  administrator  of 
its  intent  to  participate  in  the  TRS  Fund 
thirty  (30)  days  prior  to  submitting 
reports  of  TRS  interstate  minutes  of  use 
in  order  to  receive  payment  settlements 
for  interstate  TRS,  and  failure  to  file 
may  exclude  the  TRS  provider  from 
eligibility  for  the  year. 

(H)  Administrator  reporting, 
monitoring,  and  filing  requirements. 

The  administrator  shall  perform  all 
filing  and  reporting  functions  required 
under  paragraphs  (c)(4)(iii)  (A)  through 
(J),  of  this  section.  Beginning  in  1994, 
TRS  payment  formulas  and  revenue 
requirements  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  October  1  of  each  year, 
to  be  effective  for  a  one-year  period 
begiiming  the  following  January  1.  The 
administrator  shall  report  annually  to 
the  Commission  an  itemization  of 


monthly  administrative  costs  which 
shall  consist  of  all  expenses,  receipts, 
and  payments  associated  with  the 
administration  of  TRS  Fund.  The 
administrator  is  required  to  keep  the 
TRS  Fund  separate  frnm  all  other  funds 
administered  by  the  administrator,  shall 
file  a  cost  allocation  manual  (CAM),  and 
shall  provide  the  Commission  full 
access  to  all  data  collected  pursuant  to 
the  administration  of  the  T^  Fund.  The 
administrator  shall  establish  a  non-paid, 
voluntary  advisory  committee  of 
persons  from  the  hearing  and  speech 
disability  community,  lllS  users  (voice 
and  text  telephone),  interstate  service 
providers,  state  representatives,  and 
TRS  providers,  which  will  meet  at 
reasonable  intervals  (at  least  semi¬ 
annually  (in  order  to  monitor  TRS  cost 
recovery  matters.  Each  group  shall 
select  its  own  representative  to  the 
committee.  The  administrator’s  annual 
report  shall  include  a  discussion  of 
advisory  committee  deliberations. 

(I)  Information  filed  with  the 
administrator.  The  administrator  shall 
keep  all  data  obtained  firom  contributors 
and  TRS  providers  confidential,  shall 
not  use  such  data  except  for  piuposes  of 
administering.the  TRS  Fund,  and  shall 
not  disclose  such  data  in  company- 
specific  form  unless  directed  to  do  so  by 
the  Commission.  The  Commission  shall 
have  access  to  all  data  reported  to  the 
administrator,  and  authority  to  audit 
TRS  providers. 

(J)  The  administrator’s  performance 
and  this  plan  shall  be  reviewed  by  the 
Commission  after  two  years. 

(K)  All  parties  providing  services  or 
contributions  or  receiving  payments 
under  this  section  are  subject  to  the 
enforcement  provisions  specified  in  the 
Communications  Act,  the  Americans 
with  Disabilities  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

*  *  *  •  • 


Appendix 

Note:  This  appendix  will  not  appear  in  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 


Calculation  of  the  TRS  Fund  Contribution  Factor 


Reportable 
revenue  (mil¬ 
lions) 

Percent 

interstate 

Interstate  reve¬ 
nue  (millions) 

Total  Toll  Revenue  < . 

$71,803 

23,254 

5,131 

55 

$39,492 

23,254 

718 

Interstate  Access  2  . 

100 

CeUular) . 

14 

Total  Subject  Revenue  . 

63,464 

30 

First  Year  Fund  Requiremertt . 

MMMMM 

Contribution  Rate^  . . . . 

0.00047 

1 1991  Total  toH  service  revenues  from  the  “Long  Distance  Maiker,  March  26. 1993,  plus  3.5%  annual  growth.  The  55%  allocation  is  based  on 
the  ratio  of  Interstate  dial  equipment  mirtutes  to  total  ton  dial  equipment  minutes  are  reported  in  the  “Monitoring  Reporf',  CC  Docket  No.  87-339. 
May  1993. 
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3  From  the  1991/1992  Statistics  of  Communications  Common  Cantora. 

31990  CeHular  and  other  radio  taiephorte  reverrues  reported  in  the  “Annual  Survey  of  CommunicaSortt  Services:  1990”,  by  tie  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  plus  20%  annual  growth.  The  14%  allocation  is  based  on  tie  ratio  of  interstate  dial  equipment  mintsss  to  total  dial 
eqiipmert  minutes 

^Carriers  interstiae  revenues  of  less  than  $212  thousand  wM  pay  $100.  Carriers  with  Interstate  revenues  exceeding  $2539  tKXJsand  can 
pay  monthly. 


TRS  Fond  Worksheet 

Sub}ect  to  0MB  approval 
Ej^ires 

Estimated  Average 
Burden  Hours  Per 
Response:  2  hours. 

instructioiu  for  Completing  the  Worirsheet 
for  Calculating  and  Filing  Carrier 
Contributions  to  fund  Intwstate 
Telecommunications  Relay  Service  (TRS) — 
July  1993;  Notice  to  Individuals 

Section  64.604(cM4)(iii)  of  the 
Commission's  Rules  requires  all  carriers 
providing  interstate  service  to  complete  this 
worksheet  and  to  contribute  funding  for 
interstate  Telecommunications  Relay  Service 
(TRS).  The  collection  of  information  and  fees 
stems  hom  the  Commission’s  authority  \mder 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  Sections  4, 
48. 48  Stat  1066.  as  amended,  47  U.S.C  154 
imless  otherwise  noted.  Interpret  or  apply 
sections  201. 211,  218,  219.  220,  225  48  Stat 
1073, 1077,  as  amended:  47  U.S.a  201,  211, 
218,  219,  220,  225.  The  data  in  the  remit  will 
be  used  to  ensure  that  carriers  properly  fund 
interstate  TRS.  Selected  information 
provided  in  the  WOTksheet  will  be  made 
available  to  the  public  in  a  manner  consistent 
with  the  Commi^on's  Rules.  All  carriers 
providing  interstate  telecommunications 
service  must  file  this  worksheet. 

The  foregoing  Notice  is  required  by  the 
Privacy  Act  of  1974,  P.L  93.579,  December 
31, 1974,  5  U.S.C.  552(a)(eK3).  and  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980.  P.L.  96- 
511,  Section  3504(c)(3). 

Public  reporting  burden  for  this  collection 
of  information  is  estimated  to  average  2  hours 
per  response  including  the  time  for  reviewing 
instructions,  searching  existing  data  sources, 
gathering  and  maintaining  the  data  needed, 
and  completing  and  reviewing  the  collection 
of  information.  Send  comments  regarding 
this  burden  estimate  or  any  other  aspect  of 


this  collection  and  information,  including 
suggestions  for  reducing  the  reporting  bui^n 
to  the  Federal  Ccmimunications  Commission. 
Office  of  Managing  Director,  Washington,  DC 
20554,  and  the  Office  of  Information  and 
Regulatory  Afhirs,  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  Paperwoik  Reduction  project  (3060), 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

/.  Infonaation 

On  July  15, 1993,  the  Commission  adopted 
rules  that  require  all  providers  of  interstate 
telecommunications  services  to  contribute  to 
the  provision  of  TRS  based  on  their 
pro^rtionate  share  of  gross  interstate 
revenues.  Section  64.604(c)(4Kiii)  directs 
carriers  to  calculate  and  file  their 
contribution  in  accordance  with  TRS  Fund 
Worksheet. 

Contributions  shall  be  calculated  and  filed 
in  accordance  with  a  “TRS  Fund 
Worksheet",  which  will  be  prepared  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
worksheet  sets  forth  information  that  must  be 
provided  by  the  contributor,  the  fonnula  for 
computing  the  contribution,  the  manner  of 
payment,  and  due  dates  for  payments. 

n.  Piling  Requirements  and  General 
Instructions 

A.  Who  must  file 

All  common  carriers  providing  interstate 
telecommunications  services  within  the 
United  States  must  file  this  worksheet.  For 
this  purpose,  the  United  States  is  defined  as 
the  conterminous  United  States,  Alaska, 
Hawaii,  American  Samoa,  Baker  Island, 
Guam,  Howland  Island,  Jarvis  Island, 
Johnston  Atoll.  Kingman  Reef,  Midway 
Island,  Navassa  Island,  the  Northern  Mariana 
Islands,  Palmyra,  Puerto  Rico,  the  U.S.  Virgin 
Islands,  and  Wake  Island. 

For  the  purpose  of  calculating  TRS 
contributions,  interstate  telecommunications 
service  includes,  but  is  not  limited  to  the 


interstate  portion  of  the  following  types  of 
services:  cellular  telephone  and  paging, 
mobile  radio,  operator  services,  persona* 
communications  service  (PCS),  access 
(including  Subscriber  Liiie  Charges), 
alternative  access  and  special  access,  packet- 
switched,  WATS,  800, 900,  message 
telephone  service  (MTS),  private  Ihis,  telax. 
telegraph,  video,  satellite,  intematioiud. 
intraLATA,  and  resale  services.  Carriers  that 
provide  only  intrastate  service  need  not  file. 
Note,  however,  that  all  local  exchange 
carriers  provide  interstate  access  services, 
and  must  file. 

Entities  may  not  file  summary  reports  for 
more  than  one  carrier.  Each  le^  entity  that 
provides  interstate  telecommimications 
service  must  file  separately.  All  affiliates  or 
subsidiaries  should  identify  the  ultimate 
controlling  parent  or  entity  in  Block  1,  Line 
(1-b) — Holding  Company. 

B.  When  and  Where  to  File 

The  1993  TRS  contribution  period  will 
fund  interstate  TRS  provided  tetween  July 
26, 1993  and  April  30. 1994.  Monthly 
contributions  fw  the  1993  TRS  omtribution 
period  must  be  received  by  the  26th  of  each 
month  for  September  1993  through  March 
1994.  A  revised  TRS  Worksheet  will  be 
released  for  the  1994  TRS  contribution 
period.  The  revised  TRS  Worksheet  will  have 
instructions  fw  payments  due  April  26, 1994 
through  March  26. 1995. 

The  legal  name  of  the  carrier  should  be 
shown  on  all  checks  exactly  as  it  appears  on 
the  completed  TRS  Fund  Worksheet  Do  not 
mail  the  TRS  worksheet  or  TRS  contribution 
checks  to  the  FOC.  Payments  must  be 
received  by  the  FOC  TRS  Fund 
Administrator — the  National  Exchange 
Carrier  Association  (NECA) — no  later  than 
the  dates  indicated  below.  The  filing 
schedule  is  as  follows: 


*  Carriors  whose  total  1993  TRS  contribution  is  less  than  $1200  niust  pay  the  total  amount  to  the  FCC  TRS  Fund  Administrator  no  later  than 
September  26,  1993.  Carriers  whose  total  1993  TRS  contribution  is  $1200  or  greater  may  elect  to  make  seven  equal  monthly  payments  with  the 
first  payment  due  to  the  FCC  TRS  Fimd  Administrator  no  later  than  September  26. 1993. 

**  Carriers  eue  encouraged  to  contact  the  FCC  TRS  Fund  Admfoistrator  to  make  arrangements  for  Electronic  Funds  Transfer. 


C.  Rounding  of  Numbers 
All  information  provided  in  the  worksheet, 
except  the  signature,  should  be  neatly 
printed  in  ink  or  typed.  Reported  revenues  in 
block,2,  coliunn  (b)  may  be  rounded  to  the 
nearest  thousand  dollars.  Regardless  of 


rounding,  all  dollar  amounts  must  be 
reported  in  whole  dollars.  For  example, 
$2,271,881.93  could  be  reported  as 
$2,271,882  or  as  $2,272,000,  but  could  not  be 
reported  as  $2272  thousand  or  $2,272 
million. 


Percentages  reported  in  block  2,  column  (c) 
should  be  rounded  to  the  nearest  %vhole 
percent.  For  example,  if  the  ratio  of  interstate 
to  total  revenue  was  .4269155,  then  die  figure 
43%  should  be  reported.  Percentages 
between  0%  and  1%  should  be  reported  as 
1%. 
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Interstate  revenues  are  calculated  as  total 
revenues  In  colunm  (b)  times  the  percentage 
shown  in  column  (c).  Calculated  interstate 
revenues  should  he  roimded  to  the  nearest 
whole  dollar  and  entered  in  column  (e). 
Similarly,  the  total  contribution  (block  3,  line 
(18))  and  amounts  enclosed  with  the  filing 
(blodc  3.  line  (19))  should  be  rounded  to  ^e 
nearest  whole  dollar. 

D.  Compliance 

Carriers  failing  to  file  the  TRS  Worksheet 
in  a  timely  fashion  are  subject  to  the  fines 
prescribed  in  Section  219(h)  of  the 
Commimications  Act  of  1934  (the  Act). 
Carriers  filing  false  information  are  subject  to 
fines  or  imprisonment  as  specified  in  S^ion 
220(e)  of  the  Act.  Carriers  foiling  to 
contribute  in  a  timely  fashion  are  subject  to 
fines  prescribed  in  Section  503(b)  of  the  Act. 

In  addition,  Section  64.604(c)(4)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  authorizes  the  POC  Fund 
Administrator  to  bill  a  carrier  for  reasonable 
costs,  including  legal  fees,  that  are  caused  by 
improper  filing  of  the  worksheet  or  overdue 
TRS  contributions. 

in.  Specific  Instructions 

A.  BIocIc  1:  Carrier  Identification 
Block  1  of  the  TRS  Fund  Worksheet 

requires  identification  Information, 
including:  the  legal  name  of  the  carrier,  the 
holding  company  or  controlling  entity.  If  any, 
the  principal  name  under  whicm  the 
company  conducts  carrier  activities;  and,  the 
complete  mailing  address  of  the  corporate 
headquarters.  In  addition.  Block  1  requests  a 
telephone  number  that  can  be  used  for 
customer  inquiries.  Information  provided  in 
Block  1  will  he  published  by  the  Common 
Carrier  Bureau  in  the  "Long  Distance  Carrier 
Locator”. 

B.  Block  2:  Carrier  revenue  for  calendar  year 
1992. — 1.  Column  (b) 

Provide  gross  revenues  for  all 
telecommunications  services.  Gross  revenues 
consist  of  total  revenues  billed  to  customers 
with  no  allowances  for  uncollectibles.  For 
international  service,  gross  revenues  consist 
of  gross  revenues  bill^  by  U.S.  carriers  with 
no  allowances  for  settlement  payments.  Gross 
revenues  should  also  include  any  surcharges 
on  communications  services  that  are  billed  to 
the  customer  and  either  retained  by  the 
carrier  or  remitted  to  a  non-govemment  third 
party  imder  contract.  Gross  revenues  should 
exclude  taxes  and  any  surcharges  that  are  not 
recorded  as  revenue,  but  which  are  instead 
remitted  to  government  bodies. 

Report  carrier  revenues  using  the 
categories  shown  in  column  (a)  of  Block  2. 
Carriers  required  to  use  the  Uniform  System 
of  Accounts  (USOA)  prescribed  in  Part  32  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  should  base  their 
response  on  their  USOA  accoimt  data.  Other 
carriers  should  divide  gross  revenues  based 
on  the  following  descriptions. 

Line  (5) — Local  exchange  service — should 
mclude  the  basic  local  service  revenues  of 
local  exchange  carriers  except  for  local 
private  line  revenue,  access  revenues,  and 
revenues  fiom  providing  mobile  or  cellular 
services  to  the  public.  Line  (5)  should 
include  Account  5001 — basic  area  revenue; 
Account  5002 — Optional  extended  area 


revenue;  Accotmt  5003 — Cellular  mobile 
revenue  (revenue  to  the  local  exchange 
carrier  for  messages  between  a  cellular 
customer  and  another  station  within  the 
mobile  service  area);  Account  5050 — 
Customer  premises  revenue;  Accoimt  5060 — 
Other  local  exchange  revenue;  and.  Account 
5069 — Other  local  exchange  revenue 
settlements.  Line  (5)  should  also  include 
amounts  in  Account  5004 — Other  mobile 
services  revenue — that  were  derived  from 
coimecting  with  mobile  service  carriers. 

Line  (6)— Local  private  line  service — 
should  include  revenues  from  providing 
local  services  that  involve  dedicated  ci^its, 
private  switching  arrangements  and/or 
predefined  transmission  paths.  Line  (6) 
should  include  amounts  recorded  in  Account 
5040— Local  private  line  revenue. 

Line  (7) — Mobile  radio,  cellular,  and 
paging — should  include  revenues  from  the 
provision  of  mobile  radio,  cellular,  and 
paging  services  to  the  public.  Line  (7)  should 
also  include  amounts  in  Account  5004 — 
Other  mobile  services  revenue — that  were 
derived  from  providing  service  directly  to  the 
public. 

Line  (8>— Alternative  access,  PCS  &  other — 
should  include  all  other  local  service 
revenues,  including  revenues  for  competitive 
access  providers,  personal  communications 
services  (PCS),  etc.  Line  (8)  should  include 
Account  5200— Miscellaneous  revenue. 

Long  distance  revenues  include  intrastate, 
interstate,  and  international  long  distance 
services.  Divide  long  distance  revenues 
between  access  service,  operator  service, 
other  switched  service,  long  distance  private 
line  services,  and  all  other  long  distance 
services. 

Line  (9) — Interstate  access — should  include 
revenues  in  Account  5081— End  User 
revenue;  Account  5082 — Switched  access 
revenue;  and.  Account  5083 — special  access 
revenue.  Only  local  exchange  carriers  should 
be  reporting  data  in  line  (9). 

Line  (10)— Intrastate  access — should 
include  revenues  in  Account  5084 — State 
access  revenue.  Only  local  exchange  carriers 
should  be  reporting  data  in  line  (10). 

Line  (11) — Operator  service — should 
include  all  credit  card  calls,  person  to  person 
calls,  and  calls  with  alternative  billing 
arrangements  such  as  third  number  billing 
and  collect  calls.  Operator  service  revenues 
should  include  all  toll  traffic  from  coin, 
accommodation  and  prison  telephones. 

Line  (12) — ^Non-operator  switched  toll 
service — should  include  amounts  from 
Account  5100 — Long  distance  message 
revenue— except  for  amounts  reported  in 
Line  (11).  Line  12  includes  WATS,  800,  900, 
"WATS  like”  and  similar  service. 

Line  (13) — Long  distance  private  line 
service — should  include  revenue  from 
dedicated  circuits,  private  switching 
arrangements,  and/or  predefined 
transmission  paths,  extending  beyond  the 
basic  service  area.  Line  (13)  should  include 
Account  5120— Long  distance  private 
network  revenue. 

Line  (14) — All  other  long  distance — should 
include  all  other  revenues  fiom  providing 
long  distance  communications  services.  Line 
(14)  should  include  Account  5160 — Other 
long  distance  revenue. 


Total  the  figures  in  column  (b)  for  Line  (5) 
through  Line  (14)  and  enter  this  amount  in 
Line  (15b).  This  should  represent  the  total 
communications  revenues  for  the  company. 

2.  Column  (c)  and  Column  (d) 

Pot  each  entry  in  Line  (5)  through  Line 
(14),  estimate  the  percentage  of  revenues  in 
column  (b)  that  are  for  interstate  and/or 
international  service,  and  enter  this 
percentage  in  Column  (c).  Interstate  revenues 
include  all  revenues  received  for  calls  that  do 
not  originate  and  terminate  in  the  same  state. 
For  example,  if  a  cellular  carrier  collects  a 
fixed  amount  of  revenue  p>er  minute  of  traffic, 
and  10%  of  minutes  are  interstate,  then 
interstate  revenues  would  include  10%  of  the 
per  minute  revenues. 

Wherever  possible,  carriers  should 
calculate  the  percentage  of  total  revenues  that 
are  interstate  by  using  information  from  their 
books  of  accounts  and  other  internal  data 
reporting  systems.  Carriers  who  cannot 
calculate  a  percentage  by  using  information 
from  their  l^ks  of  accounts  and  other 
internal  data  reporting  systems,  may  elect  to 
rely  on  a  special  study  to  estimate  the 
percentages.  Place  a  check  mark  in  Coliunn 

(d)  if  the  percentage  shown  in  colimm  (c)  was 
based  on  a  special  study. 

3.  Column  (e) 

Multiply  the  gross  revenues  reported  in 
column  (b)  by  the  interstate  percentages 
reported  in  column  (c),  putting  the  results  in 
column  (e).  The  sum  of  the  figures  in  column 

(e) ,  lines  (5)  through  (14),  should  be  entered 
in  line  (15e). 

C.  Block  3:  Calculation  of  Contribution 

Use  block  3  in  the  worksheet  to  calculate 
the  TRS  contribution  for  the  period  July  1993 
through  April  1994.  Total  interstate  revenues 
from  line  (15e)  should  be  copied  to  line  (16). 
This  amount  must  be  multiplied  by  the 
Contribution  Rate  shown  in  line  (17),  with 
the  result  entered  in  line  (18).  The 
contribution  rate  is  0.00047  for  the  1993 
filing  year. 

If  the  result  of  the  calculation  is  less  than 
$100,  then  the  total  contribution  for  the 
period  July  1993  through  March  1994  is 
$100.  If  the  total  contribution  is  less  than 
$1,200,  then  the  carrier  should  remit  the  total 
contribution  with  the  worksheet.  If  the  total 
liability  is  equal  to  or  greater  than  $1,200, 
then  the  carrier  may  elect  to  make  7  equal 
monthly  payments.  The  monthly 
contribution  should  be  calculated  as  the 
amount  in  line  (18)  divided  by  7.0,  rounded 
to  the  nearest  whole  dollar.  Enter  the  amount 
of  the  September  26, 1993  fund  contribution 
in  line  (19).  If  the  carrier  elects  to  make 
monthly  contributions,  the  six  additional 
monthly  contributions  must  be  received  by 
the  26th  of  succeeding  months,  October  1993 
through  March  1994. 

Section  II-B  above  provides  directions  for 
mailing  the  completed  TRS  Fund  Worksheet 
and  checks  for  amounts  due  to  the  FCC 
Funding  Administrator.  Carriers  who  check 
the  box  in  line  (19)  will  receive  monthly 
payment  reminders.  'These  reminders  will  be 
mailed  to  the  address  shown  in  line  (3). 
Failure  to  receive  a  reminder  notice  will  not 
justify  late  payment 
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The  seven  payment  schedule  specified 
above  is  adopted  for  transition  purposes.  On 
April  26, 1994.  carriers  will  file  a  worksheet 
using  data  for  calender  1993.  Carriers  whose 
contributions  are  $1,200  or  greater  will  be 
allowed  tcTmake  12  equal  payments  to  fund 
TRS  for  May  1994  through  April  1995. 


D.  Block  4:  Certification 
An  officer  of  the  fund  contributor  must 
examine  the  data  provided  in  the  TRS  Fund 
Worksheet  and  certify  that  the  information 
provided  therein  is  wxurate.  In  addition,  the 
fond  contributes  should  provide  the  name  of 
a  contact  p>erson  who  can  provide 


clarifications,  if  necessary,  and  who  could 
serve  as  the  first  point  of  contact  in  the  event 
that  either  the  FCC  or  the  FCC  Fund 
Administrator  should  choose  to  audit 
information  provided  by  the  company. 
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AnoualTRS  Fund  Worksheet 

leas*  raad  inatructions  bafaf  com 


Block  1:  earner  Identification 


La  pal  Nam*  o«  Crrif _ 


lb  Holding  Company  _ 


2  Principal  Nama  for  Carriar  Activitiaa 


I  3  Complali  Mailing  Adtfaaa  of 
I  Carriar  Corporata  Haadquartar* 


4  Talaphona  #  for  Cuatomar  Inquinba 


Subiact  to  0MB  Approval  Expraa 

Estimatad  Avaraoa  Biadan  Hpyra  Par  Rasponsa;  2  hoias 


Block  2:  Carrier  revenue  for  calendar  year  1 


Gross  Ravaraias  %inisr«ata  study  I  Iniarsuta  Ravarajas 

<b)  (c>  (d)  I  (a)  -  <b)  X  (c) 


Local  Sarveas 


5  Local  axchanga  sarvica  _ 


6  Local  privata  lina  aarvioa  _ 


7  Mobila  radio,  callular.  and 


8  Altamativa  accats  PCS  &  othar 


Long  Oistanca  _ 


9  intarstata  accasa 


10  Infastata  accaas 


11  Oparator  aarvica 


12  Non -oparator  awitchad  toll  aarvica 


1 3  Long  diatanca  privata  lina  aarvica 


14  All  othar  Iona  diatanca 


IS  Total  linaa  5  throuoh  14 


Block  3;  Calculation  of  Contribution 


16  Intarstata  Ravanuaa  from  Lina  15a 


17  Contribution  Rata: 


18  Total  CONTRIBUTION  for  July  1993  through  March  1994:  lina  16x  lina  17 
nf  lina  16  is  oraatar  than  $0  than  tha  minimuin  contribution  is  $1001 


19  Contribution  to  bo  paid  thia  month: 

[Entar  tha  amount  from  lina  1 8  if  it  is  tasroian  $1200.  Otharwisa,  tha  contributor 

may  divida  lina  18  by  7.0  to  calculata  aqual  monthly  contribubons.] _ 

Chock  hara  for  monthly  billing  ramindars - - 


Block  4;  CERTIFICATION 


I  cartify  that  I  am  an  officar  of  tha  carriar  namad  abova,  that  I  hava  axaminad  tha  foragolng  raport  and  that  to  tha  boat  of  my 
knovriadga,  Mormabon  and  baiaf.  al  statamants  of  fact  conuinad  in  this  workshaat  »a  Irua  and  that  said  arotkshaat  is  an 
accurata  ststamant  of  tha  affairs  of  tha  abova  namad  carriar  for  tha  pariod  January  1, 1 992  through  Daeambar  31,  1992. 

20  Printad  Nama  of  Officar  I 


21  Position  with  carriar 


22  Signatura 


23  Data 


24  Contact  Parson 


25  Talaphona  Numbar  of 

Contact  Parson  { 


Mail«k«ck(to:  NECATRS  P.O.  Box  360090  Pitttbsrgk,  PA  1S231-6090  PoradditioaaliaforaatioaaaUNECA  202-8M-8000 
Mail  workihcct  aid  photoaopy  of  ahockr  to:  NECA  **  FCC  TRS  Fsad  Adaiaiitradoa  100  Soatk  laffartoa  R4.  VAipp&ay,  NJ  07981 


Parsons  making  willful  falsa  atatamanta  in  tha  workahaatcan  ba  puniahad  by  fma  or  impriaonmant 
undar  tha  Communications  Act,  47  U.S.C.  220  (a). 


FCC  431 
July  1903 


[FR  Doc.  93-17785  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 

MUMQ  coot  sni-ai-c 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

48  CFR  Parte  913, 922, 952,  and  970 

Acquiaition  Regulation;  Contractor 
Employee  Protection  Program  and 
Nuclear  Hot  Cell  Servicea;  Correction 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Energy  (DOE). 
ACTION:  Correction  of  final  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  contains 
corrections  to  the  final  rules  which  were 
published  on  December  4, 1992,  (57  FR 
57638)  and  February  18, 1993,  (58  FR 
8909).  The  regulations  involve  the 
Contractor  Employee  Protection 
Program  and  provisions  involving 
contracts  for  nuclear  hot  cell  services. 
EFFECTIVE  DATES:  January  4, 1993,  for  the 
Contractor  Employee  Protection 
Program  and  March  22, 1993,  for  the 
nuclear  hot  cell  services  contract 
provisions. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  B.  Langston,  Office  of 
Procurement,  Assistance  and  Progftm 
Management,  (PR-121),  Department  of 
Energy,  1000  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20585,  (202)  586- 
8247. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

The  regulations  that  are  the  subject  of 
these  corrections  established  the 
Contractor  Employee  Protection 
Program  and  add^  provisions 
involving  contracts  for  nuclear  hot  cell 
services.  The  corrections  revise  an 
erroneous  cross  reference,  remove  “§  ” 
symbols  which  are  not  used  in  title  48, 
revise  the  effective  date  of  contract 
clauses,  and  correct  paragraph 
designations. 

Correction  of  Publication 

1.  The  regulation  published  December 
4. 1992,  at  57  FR  57638,  is  corrected  as 
follows: 

922.7101  [Corrected] 

On  page  57639,  third  column,  the 
reference  in  the  second  sentence  of 
922.7101  to  "970.2274(b)”  is  changed  to 
"970.2274(c)”  and  the  two  section 
symbols  "§  ”  in  922.7101  are  removed. 

913.507, 952.222-70, 970.2274-2,  and 
970.5204-69  [Correction] 

Remove  the  section  symbols  "§  ” 
where  they  appear  in: 

— ^Page  57639,  second  column,  section 
913.507,  second  sentence; 

— ^Page  57639,  third  column,  section 
952.222-70,  both  occurrences; 

— ^Page  57640,  second  column,  section 
970.2274-2;  and. 

— ^Page  57640,  third  column,  section 
970.5704-59,  three  occurrences. 


970.5204-59  [Corrected] 

The  date  beside  the  clause  title  on 
page  57640,  third  column,  is  changed 
from  "(December,  1992)”  to  "(JAN 
1993)”. 

2.  The  regulation  published  February 
18, 1993,  at  58  FR  8909,  is  corrected  as 
follows: 

952.22&-70  [Corrected] 

On  page  8911,  first  column,  the  date 
beside  the  clause  title  is  changed  fi-om 
"(February,  1993)"  to  "(MAR  1993)” 
and  in  the  third  column  at  paragraph  (b) 
of  the  clause  a  "(1)”  is  add^  before  the 
word  "consider”  and  a  "(2)”  is  added 
before  the  word  "add”;  "(1)”  is  changed 
to  "(i)”  before  the  first  use  of  the  words 
"one  or  more”;  and  "(2)”  is  changed  to 
"(ii)”  before  the  second  use  of  the  words 
"one  or  more”  in  the  first  sentence. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC  on  July  19, 1993. 
Berton  J.  Roth, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Procurement, 
Assistance  and  Program  Management. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17582  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  M50-01-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1145 

[Ex  Parte  No.  394  (Sub-No.  10)  Ex  Parte 
No.  394  (Sub-No.  11)] 

Railroad  Rates  on  Recyclablea— 
Exemptions;  Cost  Ratio  for 
Recyclabies — 1993  Determination 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  amends  its 
regulations  to  clarify  that  the  prior 
partial  exemption  from  regulation  for 
certain  nonferrous  recyclable 
commodities  is  not  limited  to  tariff 
filing  and  participation  in  annual 
compliance  proceedings.  Also,  the 
regulations  are  amended  to  include 
additional  recyclabies  in  the  list  of 
commodity  groups  that  qualify,  under 
the  procedures  set  forth  in  the 
Commission’s  regulations,  for  partial 
exemption  fiom  regulation. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  23, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Thomas  A.  Schmitz,  (202)  927-5720;  W. 
C.  Walston,  (202)  927-6221;  or  David  T. 
Groves.  (202)  927-6395.  (TDD  for 
hearing  impaired:  (202)  927-5721.] 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 
Railroad  Rates  on  Recyclabies — 
Exemptions,  9 1.C.C.2d  593  (1993), 
procedures  for  partially  exempting 
certain  nonferrous  recyclabies  from 


regulation  were  adopted.  The  decision 
specifically  stated  (id.  at  603,  emphasis 
in  original)  that  certain  recyclable 
commodities  "are  exempt[ed]  finm  all 
regulatory  requirements  except  the 
prohibition  against  raising  above-the- 
cap  rates.”  According  to  some 
commentors,  however,  the  regulations 
adopted  did  not  clearly  delineate  the 
scope  of  the  exemption.  The 
Commission  amends  Part  1145  of  its 
regulations  to  state  clearly  that  the 
commodities  at  issue  are  exempt  finm 
all  regulation  except  maximum  rate 
reflation. 

Part  1145  is  amended  as  set  forth 
below,  to  reflect  the  fact  that  in  Cost 
Ratio  for  Recyclabies — 1993 
Determination,  9  I.C.C.2d  753  O^fy  23, 
1993),  five  recyclable  commodity  groups 
were  found  to  recover  revenues  less 
than  the  variable  cost  of  the 
transportation,  thus  qualifying  for 
partial  exemption.  The  five  commodity 
groups,  whi(^  will  be  added  to  the  list 
of  partially  exempted  commodity 
groups  shown  in  Part  1145  are  those 
covered  by  Standard  Transportation 
Commodity  Code  (STCC)  recyclabies 
STCC  22941,  Textile  Waste  Processed; 
STCC  40221,  Textile  Waste,  Scrap; 

STCC  42111  Shipping  Containers  (non¬ 
revenue);  STCC  42112  Shipping  Devices 
(non-revenue);  and  STCC  42311 
Shipping  Containers  (returned  empty). 

Additional  information  is  contained 
in  the  Commission’s  decisions.  To 
obtain  copies  of  the  full  decisions,  write 
to,  call,  or  pick  up  in  person  from: 
Dynamic  Concepts,  Inc.,  Room  2229, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20423, 
Telephone:  (202)  289-4357/4359. 
[Assistance  for  the  hearing  impaired  is 
available  through  TDD  Services  (202) 
927-5721.1 

Environmental  and  Energy 
Considerations 

These  actions  will  not  significantly 
affect  either  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  or  conservation  of  energy 
resources. 

Regulatory  Flexibility  Analysis 

Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  605(b).  we 
conclude  that  our  actions  in  these 
decisions  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  No  new 
regulatory  requirements  are  imposed, 
directly  or  indirectly,  on  such  entities. 
The  decision  in  Ex  Parte  No.  394  (Sub- 
No.  10)  simply  clarifies  the  scope  of  the 
partial  exemption  issued  earlier.  The 
decision  in  Ex  Parte  No.  394  (Sub-No. 

11)  is  largely  a  ministerial  application  of 
established  cost  formulas,  and,  as  such, 
the  economic  impact,  if  any,  of  the 
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exercise  on  small  entities  will  be 
minimal. 

List  of  Subjacls  in  49  CFR  Part  114S 

Administrative  practice  and 
procediire.  Freight,  Railroads. 

Decided:  July  14, 1993. 

By  the  CominiMlcHi,  Qiaiiman  McDonald, 
Vice  Chairman  Simmons,  Commissioners 
PhiUips,  Philbin,  Walden. 

Skhiay  L  Strickland,  Jr., 

Secntary. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble.  Title  49,  Chapter  X,  Part  1145 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  set  forth  below. 

PART  114S-RAILR0A0  RATES  ON 
RECYCLABLE  COMMODITIES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  1145 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Anduirity:  49  U.S.C  10321, 10505, 10731, 
and  10707a;  5  U.S.C  553. 

2.  §  1145.9  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

1 114SA  Examptiona. 

Unless  otherwise  ordered  in  a 
revocation  proceeding,  commodity 
groups  whose  revenues,  both  in  the 
aggregate  and  for  any  carriers  reporting 
individually,  have  bden  found  in  an 
annual  compliance  proceeding  \mder 
these  regulations  to  be  below  tiie 
variable  costs  of  providing  the  service 
for  all  territories  will  be  exempted  from 
regulation,  except  that  they  will 
continue  to  be  subject  to  the  statutory 
provision  prohibiting  railroads  from 
increasing  individual  rates  that  are 
already  above  the  cap.  Recyclable 
commodity  groups  will  not  be  exempted 
if  any  individual  movements  of  a 
commodity  in  the  group  have  been 
shown  by  a  shipper  to  exceed  the 
statutory  rate  cap.  Commodity  groups 
currently  qualif^g  for  the  partial 
exemption  are  Standard  Transportation 
Commodity  Code  (STCC)  20511,  Bakery 
Products:  STCC  22941,  Textile  Waste 
Processed;  STCC  22994,  Packing  or 
Wiping  Cloths  or  Rags  (Processed 
Textile  Matter);  STCC  30311,  Reclaimed 
Rubber,  STCC  40221,  Textile  Waste, 
Scrap;  STCC  40261,  Rubber  or  Plastic 
Scrap  or  Waste;  STCX)  41115,  Articles, 
Used,  Returned  for  Repair  or 
Reconditioning;  STCC  42111  Shipping 
Containers  (non-revenue);  STCC  42112 
Shipping  Devices  (non-revenue);  and 
STCC  42311  Shipping  Containers 
(returned  empty). 

(FR  Doc  93-17667  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Natiorwl  OcMnIc  and  Atmosplwiic 
Administration 

50  CFR  Part  625 

[Dookrt  No.  930497-3097;  1.0.  No.  071583A] 

Summar  FlourKlar  Fiahary 

agency:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  NOAA,  Commerce. 
ACTION:  Emergency  interim  rule, 
extension  of  effective  dates. 

SUMMARY:  An  emergency  interim  rule  is 
in  effect  through  Axigust  5, 1993,  which 
revises  the  percentaM  of  the  summer 
floimder  commerdru  quota  allocated  to 
the  states  and  makes  additional  quota 
available  to  commercial  vessels  landing 
summer  flounder  in  the  State  of 
Connecticut.  The  Secretary  of 
Commerce  (Secretary)  extends  the 
emergency  interim  rule  for  an  additional 
90  days  from  August  6  through 
November  3, 1993,  because  conditions 
warranting  the  emergency  still  exist. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  interim  regulations 
amending  part  625  published  on  May  7. 
1993  (58  FR  27214)  are  extended  from 
August  6  through  November  3, 1993. 
ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  dooiments 
supporting  this  action  may  be  obtained 
from:  Richard  B.  Roe,  Regional  Director, 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service, 
Northeast  Regional  Office,  One 
Blackbiun  Drive,  Gloucester,  MA 
01930-3799. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Hannah  Goodale,  Fishery  Policy 
Analyst,  506-281-9101. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  S4FORMATION:  Under 
section  305(c)  of  the  Magnuson  Fishery 
Conservation  and  Management  Act 
(Magnuson  Act),  the  Sectary 
promulgated  an  emergency  interim  rule 
(58  FR  27214,  May  7. 1993)  that  revised 
the  percentages  of  1993  commercial 
quota  allocated  to  the  states  and  made 
additional  quota  available  to 
commercial  vessels  landing  in  the  State 
of  Connecticut.  The  emergency  rule  was 
effective  from  May  4  through  August  5, 
1993.  With  the  agreement  of  the  Mid- 
Atlantic  Fishery  Management  Council, 
the  Secretary  extends  ffie  emergency 
interim  rule  for  another  90  days  under 
section  305(c)(3)(B)  of  the  Ma^uson 
Act  because  conditions  warranting  the 
emergency  still  exist.  The  emergency 
rule  is  exempt  from  the  normal  review 
procedmres  of  E.0. 12291  as  provided  in 
section  8(a)(1)  of  that  order.  This  rule 
was  reported  to  the  Director  of  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget  with 
an  explanation  of  why  it  was  impossible 
to  follow  the  procedrires  of  that  order. 


■  . .  I 

Authority:  16  U.S.C  1801  at  seq. 

List  of  Subjects  in  50  CFR  Part  025 

Fisheries,  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

Dated:  July  21, 1993. 

Nancy  Foster, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  f<^  Fishaies. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17696  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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50  CFR  Parts  672  and  675 
[Dockrt  No.  930232-3166;  LO.  120462C] 

RIN  0646-AD39 

Groundfish  of  tha  Gulf  of  Alaska, 
Grourufflah  of  tha  Baring  8aa  and 
Alautlan  Islands  Araa 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  NOAA.  Commerce. 
ACTION:  Final  rule;  technical 
amendment. 

SUMMARY:  NMFS  is  implementing 
regulatory  amendments  applicable  to 
the  groimdfish  fisheries  on  Alaska.  The 
amendments  will  revise  the  existing 
definition  of  a  pelagic  trawl,  implement 
a  performance  standard  for  trawls,  and 
define  a  non-pelagic  trawl.  These 
measures  are  necessary  to  address 
management  concerns  in  the  groundfish 
fisheries.  They  are  intended  to  promote 
the  goals  and  objectives  of  the  fishery 
management  plans  with  respect  to 
groundfish  management  off  Alaska.  A 
technical  amendment  also  is 
implemented  to  correct  an  error  in  50 
CFR  part  675. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  19. 1993. 
ADDRESSES:  Individual  copies  of  the 
environmental  assessment/regulatory 
impact  review/final  regulatory 
flexibility  analysis  (^/RIR/FRFA) 
prepared  for  this  action  may  be  obtained 
frnm  the  Fisheries  Management 
Division,  Alaska  Region,  NMFS,  P.O. 
Box  21668,  Juneau,  AK  99802. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ronald  J.  Berg,  Chief,  Fisheries 
Management  Division,  907-586-7229. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Fishing  for  groundfish  by  U.S.  vessels 
in  the  exclusive  economic  zone  of  the 
Gulf  of  Alaska  (GOA)  and  Bering  Sea 
and  Aleutian  Islands  management  areas 
(BSAI)  is  managed  by  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  (Se<^tary)  according  to  the 
Fishery  Management  Plan  (FMP)  for 
Groundfish  of  the  GOA  and  the  FMP  for 
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the  Groundfish  Fishery  of  the  BSAI. 

These  FMPs  were  prepared  by  the  North 
PaciHc  Fishery  Management  Council 
(Council]  imder  the  Magnuson  Fishery 
Conservation  and  Management  Act 
(Magnuson  Act)  and  are  implemented 
by  regulations  governing  the  U.S. 
groundfish  fisheries  at  50  CFR  parts  672 
and  675.  General  regulations  that  also 
pertain  to  U.S.  fisheries  appear  at  50 
CFR  part  620. 

At  times,  amendments  to  regulations 
at  50  CFR  parts  672  and  675  are 
necessary  tor  conservation  and 
management  of  the  groundfish  fisheries. 
This  rule  implements  amendments  to 
regulations  as  follows:  (1)  The  existing 
definition  of  a  pelagic  trawl  in  §§  672.2 
and  675.2  is  revised;  (2)  §  672.7  is 
revised  to  prohibit  having  on  board  20 
or  more  crabs  caught  with  trawl  gear 
when  directed  fishing  for  groundfish 
with  trawl  gear  is  prohibited;  (3)  §  675.7 
is  revised  to  prohibit  having  on  board  20 
or  more  crabs  caught  with  trawl  gear 
when  directed  fishing  for  pollock  with 
nonpelagic  trawl  gear  is  prohibited;  and 
(4)  §§  672.2  and  675.2  are  amended  by 
adding  a  definition  of  a  nonpelagic 
trawl. 

A  proposed  rule  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  April  1, 1993  (58  FR 
17196),  that  provided  a  description  of, 
and  basis  for,  these  amendments  to 
regulations.  The  proposed  rule  also 
contained  amendments  to  directed 
fishing  standards  at  §§  672.20(g)  and 
675.20(h)(1).  NMFS  has  determined  that 
those  amendments  will  not  clearly 
resolve  fisheries  management  problems 
as  intended  and  will  propose  a  revised 
*  regulatory  amendment  at  a  later  date. 

A  complete  discussion  of  the 
measures  being  implemented  in  this 
action  is  contained  in  the  preamble  to 
the  proposed  rule.  Public  comment  on 
the  proposed  rule  was  invited  through 
April  30, 1993.  Four  letters  of  comments 
were  received  during  the  comment 
period.  They  are  summarized  and 
responded  to  below.  Additional 
information  also  is  available  in  the  EA/ 
RIR/FRFA. 

Upon  reviewing  the  reasons  for,  and 
the  comments  on,  these  regulatory 
changes,  the  Secretary  has  determined 
that  this  rule  is  necessary  for  fisheries 
conservation  and  management,  and  has 
approved  it. 

Changes  in  the  Final  Rule  From  the 
Proposed  Rule 

Proposed  paragraphs  672.7(k)  and 
675. 7(m)  are  redesignated  as  paragraphs 
672.7(m)  and  675.7(n)  to  accommodate 
new  paragraphs  recently  implemented 
by  final  regulations. 

Redesignated  paragraphs  672.7(mJ 
and  675. 7(n)  are  changed  to  stipulate 


that  only  those  crabs  that  are  larger  than 
1.5  inches  (38  millimeters)  across  the 
widest  dimension  will  be  considered  for 
purposes  of  the  trawl  performance 
standard  of  20  or  more  of  any  crab 
species. 

In  addition,  paragraph  675. 7(n)  is 
changed  to  read,  “Have  on  board  at  any 
particular  time  20  or  more  crab  *  *  * 
rather  than  the  proposed  text,  which 
read,  “Catch  20  or  more  crab  •  * 

This  change  will  make  paragraph 
675. 7(n)  consistent  with  the  text  in 
paragraph  672.7(m),  as  was  intended  by 
NMFS. 

Proposed  amendments  to  directed 
fishing  standards  at  §§  672.20(g)  and 
675.20(h)(1)  are  not  being  finalized  in 
this  action  for  the  reason  stated  above. 

The  term  net-sonde  device  is  changed 
to  net-soimder  dexice  in  this  final  rule 
and  also  in  existing  regulatory  text  in 
§§  672.24(d)(3)  and  672.24(d)(4)  to 
reflect  vernacular  used  by  the  fishing 
industry. 

Technical  Amendment 

Section  675.5(c)(2)(i)  changes  “Gulf  of 
Alaska’’  to  “Bering  Sea  and  Aleutian 
Islands.’’  Reference  to  the  GOA  is  an 
error. 

Response  to  Comments 

Comment  l:'rhe  proposed  definition 
of  pelagic  trawl  should  be  adopted. 

Response:  NMFS  agrees  with  the 
commenter. 

Comment  2:  'The  prohibition  against 
the  use  of  floats  should  not  be 
implemented,  because  no  evidence 
exists  that  having  floats  on  a  trawl  will 
cause  any  detrimental  effect  on  bycatch 
of  flatfish  or  crabs.  Most  larger  factory 
ships  catch  fish  with  traditional  “high 
lift’’  nets  or  by  collapsing  midwater  nets 
on  the  seabed  during  the  day.  At  night 
they  use  large,  fragile  midwater  nets. 

Response:  llie  prohibition  against  the 
use  of  floats  has  been  discussed  at 
length  among  industry  representatives 
who  participated  in  the  development  of 
the  revised  pelagic  trawl  definition. 
Representatives  who  say  that  floats 
should  be  allowed  assert  that  when 
bottom  doors  are  used  with  pelagic 
trawls,  floats  are  needed  to  keep  the 
mouth  of  the  trawl  open. 

Representatives  who  say  that  floats 
should  not  be  allowed  assert  that  certain 
vessel  operators  want  to  use  floats  to 
deploy  midwater  trawls  in  a  manner 
similar  to  bottom  trawls.  If  so,  the  use 
of  floats  tends  to  encourage  fishing 
practices  that  the  Coimcil  recommended 
be  prohibited.  Because  the  Secretary,  in 
consultation  with  the  Council,  seeks  to 
revise  the  definition  of  a  pelagic  trawl 
in  a  manner  that  will  resolve  past 
problems  associated  with  a  faulty 


pelagic  trawl  definition,  he  has 
determined  that  prohibiting  the  use  of 
floats  as  proposed  is  a  superior 
conservation  and  management  measure 
with  respect  to  accomplishing  the  goals 
and  objectives  of  the  Council.  Therefore, 
the  Secretary  implements  the  revised 
definition  including  the  pn^ibition 
against  the  use  of  floats. 

Comment  3:  While  the  proposed 
definition  of  a  pelagic  trawl  is 
acceptable,  the  performance  standard 
for  the  number  of  crab  should  be 
frameworked  in  the  final  rule  to  reflect 
changes  in  abundance  of  crab  stocks. 

Response:  The  fact  that  populations  of 
crab  increase  or  decrease  in  abvmdance 
is  not  relevant,  because  crabs  should  not 
be  caught  while  using  a  pelagic  trawl  if 
it  is  deployed  in  a  manner  consistent 
with  the  Council’s  and  agency’s  intent. 

Comment  4:  The  proposed  crab 
performance  standard  at  50  CFR 
672. 7(m),  which  reads,  “have  on  board, 
at  any  particular  time,’’  is  diflerent  from 
that  at  50  CFR  675. 2(n),  which  reads 
“catch  *  *  *  at  any  particular  time.” 
The  latter  standard  of  20  crabs  or  more 
per  tow  is  preferred. 

Response:  NMFS  intended  “have  on 
board,  at  any  particular  time”  in  each 
regulation,  and  has  adjusted  the  final 
rule  at  50  CFR  675.7(n)  accordingly. 
NMFS  considered  a  performance 
standard  on  the  basis  of  a  tow,  but 
instead  has  adopted  the  concept  of  the 
presence  of  crab  at  any  particular  time, 
as  proposed.  NMFS  did  so  to  avoid 
situations  where  vessel  operators  might 
avoid  being  in  violation  of  the 
performance  standard  by  contending 
that  excessive  numbers  of  crab  resulted 
from  more  than  one  tow.  NMFS 
recognizes  that  vessel  operators  must 
return  any  catch  of  any  Tanner  crab  or 
king  crab  species,  or  parts  thereof,  to  the 
sea  immediately  with  a  minimum  of 
injury  regardless  of  its  condition.  The 
crab  performance  standards  applies  to 
all  crab  species,  some  of  which  are  not 
required  by  existing  regulations  to  be 
immediately  returned  to  the  sea.  NMFS 
is  particularly  concerned  that 
enforcement  officers  would  not  be  able 
to  determine  if  numbers  of  crabs  on 
board  a  vessel  resulted  from  one  tow  or 
more  than  one  tow.  Therefore,  NMFS 
has  determined  that  the  number  of  crab 
on  board  at  any  particular  time  is 
superior  for  purposes  of  fisheries 
conservation  and  management 

Comment  5:  The  term  net-sounder 
rather  than  net-sonde  should  be  used 
wherever  it  occurs  in  regulations. 

Response:  NMFS  agrees  and  has 
revised  this  final  rule  and  also  existing 
regulatory  text  in  §§  672.24(d)(3)  and 
672.24(d)(4). 
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Comment  6:  Enforcement  officers 
must  be  able  to  measure  mesh  sizes  and 
calculate  buoyancy  of  kites  or  floats  to 
make  this  definition  efiective. 

Response:  Enforcement  officers  are 
trained  to  measure  the  mesh  sizes  that 
are  used  to  describe  a  pelagic  trawl. 
These  officers  will  be  able  to  ascertain 
the  buoyancy  of  a  float  iised  to  support 
a  net  soimder  by  determining  whether  a 
float  will  buoy  a  weight  header  than 
that  allowed  in  reg^ations. 

Comment  7:  N^&S  and  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  enforcement  of  the  pelagic  trawl 
performance  standard  should  be  applied 
using  discretion  and  common  sense  to 
account  for  many  variables  associated 
with  gear  performance  that  are  simply 
impr^ctable. 

Response:  Enforcement  will  be  based 
on  the  text  of  the  regulations. 

Comment  8:  A  minimum  carapace 
size  of  1.5  inches  for  crab  should  be 
implemented  to  accoiint  for  small-sized 
creh  that  are  regurgitated  by  fish  in  a 
trawl  catch,  mwng  the  crab  appear  as 
if  they  had  been  caught  in  the  trawl. 

Response:  NMFS  concurs  that 
implementation  of  a  minimum  carapace 
size  of  crab  is  necessary  to  difierentiate 
those  crab  that  likely  occurred  in  a  trawl 
catch  after  being  regurgitated  by  trawl- 
caiight  fish  and  has  implemented  a 
minimum  cara^ce  size  in  the  final  size. 

Comment  9:  Only  those  crab  that  are 
brought  up  in  the  codend  should  be 
used  for  the  performance  standard.  Crab 
that  become  tangled  in  the  wings  of  a 
trawl  and  consequently  are  brought  on 
board  a  vessel  should  not  be  counted 
against  the  performance  standard. 

Response:  NMFS  and  U.S.  Coast 
Guard  enforcement  officers,  upon 
boarding  a  vessel,  may  not  have  the 
means  to  determine  whether  crab  on 
board  came  from  the  cod  end  or  from 
the  trawl  wings.  Enforcement  officers 
will  assiune  that  any  crab  observed  on 
board  were  cau^t  incidentally  with 
groundfish  catches.  Nonetheless,  NMFS 
recognizes  that  crab  brought  on  board  a 
vessel  after  becoming  tangled  in  the 
trawl  wings  is  an  issue  that  might 
require  further  resolution  through 
regulations  if  subsequent  information 
indicates  that  it  is  a  problem. 

Classification 

The  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Fisheries,  NOAA  (Assistant 
Administrator),  has  determined  that  this 
final  rule  is  necessary  for  the 
conservation  and  management  of  the 
groundfish  fisheries  off  Alaska  and  that 
it  is  consistent  with  the  Magnuson  Act 
and  other  applicable  laws. 

NMFS  prepared  an  EA  for  this  final 
rule  and  the  Assistant  Administrator 
concluded  that  no  significant  impact  on 


the  human  environment  will  result  from 
its  implementation.  A  copy  of  the  EA  is 
available  (see  ADDRESSES). 

The  Assistant  Administrator 
determined  that  this  rule  is  not  a  “major 
rule“  requiring  a  regulatory  impact 
analysis  under  Executive  Order  12291. 
This  determination  is  based  on  the  RIR 
prepared  by  NMFS.  A  copy  of  the  EA/ 
Rn^TRFA  may  be  obtained  (see 
ADDRESSES). 

NMFS  prepared  a  final  regulatory 
flexibility  analysis,  which  concludes 
that  this  rule  will  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  A  summary  of 
this  determination  was  published  at  58 
FR 17196  (April  1, 1993h  and  a  copy  of 
this  analysis  is  available  (see 
ADDRESSES). 

This  rule  contains  a  collection-of- 
information  requirement  subject  to  the 
Paperwoiic  Reduction  Act.  The 
collection  of  this  information  has  been 
approved  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  0MB  Control  Number 
0648-0213.  The  burden  to  groundfish 
processors  to  comply  with  weekly 
production  reports  is  15  minutes  per 
report. 

NMFS  determined  that  this  rule  will 
be  implemented  in  a  manner  that  is 
consistent  to  the  maximum  extent 
practicable  with  the  approved  coastal 
management  program  of  the  State  of 
Alaska.  This  determination  was 
submitted  for  review  by  the  responsible 
State  agency  under  Sermon  307  of  the 
Coastal  Zone  Management  Act. 
Consistency  is  automatically  inferred 
because  the  appropriate  State  agency 
did  not  reply  within  the  statutory  time 
period. 

Hie  Regional  Director  determined  that 
fishing  activities  conducted  under  this 
rule  will  not  affect  endangered  and 
threatened  species  under  the 
endangered  Species  Act  (ESA). 
Specifically,  ffie  Regional  Director 
determined  that  fishing  activities 
conducted  under  this  action  would  not 
afreet  Steller  sea  lions  in  a  way  that  was 
not  already  considered  in  the  informal 
section  7  consultation  on  the  final  1993 
initial  groundfish  specifications  that 
was  concluded  on  January  27, 1993.  The 
Regional  Director  also  determined  that 
fishing  activities  conducted  under  this 
action  would  not  affect  listed,  proposed, 
and  candidate  seabirds  under  the  ESA 
in  a  way  that  was  not  already 
considered  in  the  informal  section  7 
consultation  for  the  final  1993  initial 
groimdfish  specifications  dated 
February  1, 1993,  and  clarified  on 
February  12. 1993.  Finally,  the  Regional 
Director  determined  that  fishing 
activities  conducted  under  this  action 
would  not  afreet  listed  species  of  Pacific 


salmon  in  a  wav  that  was  not  already 
considered  in  the  informal  section  7 
consultation  on  the  final  1993  initial 
ground  specifications  that  was 
concluded  on  April  21, 1993.  NMFS  has 
determined  that  no  further  consultation 
pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  ESA  is 
required  for  adoption  of  this  final  rule. 

The  Regional  Director  determined  that 
fishing  activities  conducted  under  this 
rule  will  have  no  adverse  impact  on 
marine  mammals. 

This  rule  does  not  contain  policies 
with  federalism  implications  sufficient 
to  warrant  preparaUon  of  a  Federalism 
Assessment  under  E.0. 12612. 

List  of  Subjects  in  50  CFR  Parts  672  and 
675 

Fisheries,  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

Dated:  July  20, 1993. 

Nancy  Foster, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for  Fisheries. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble.  50  CFR  parts  672  and  675  are 
amended  as  follows: 

PART  672— GROUNDFISH  OF  THE 
GULF  OF  ALASKA 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  672 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  16  U.S.C.  1801  etseq. 

2.  In  §  672.2,  definitions  of  fishing 
circle,  nonpelagic  trawl,  stretched  mesh 
size,  and  wing  tip  are  added  in 
alphabetical  order,  the  title  net-sonde 
device  is  revised  to  read  net-sounder 
device,  and  the  definition  of  pblagic 
trawl  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

1672.2  Derinitions. 
***** 

Fishing  circle  means  the 
circumference  of  a  trawl  intersecting  the 
center  point  on  a  fishing  line,  and  that 
is  perpendicular  to  the  long  axis  of  a 
trawl. 

***** 

Nonpelagic  trawl  means  a  trawl  other 
than  a  pelagic  trawl. 

***** 

Pelagic  trawl  means  a  trawl  that: 

(1)  Has  no  discs,  bobbins,  or  rollers: 

(2)  Has  no  chafe  protection  gear 
attached  to  the  foot  rope  or  fishing  line: 

(3)  Except  for  the  small  mesh  allowed 
imder  paragraph  (9)  of  this  definition: 

(i)  Has  no  mesh  tied  to  the  fishing 
line,  head  rope,  and  breast  lines  with 
less  than  20  inches  (50.8  cm)  between 
knots,  and  has  no  stretched  mesh  size  of 
less  than  60  inches  (152.4  cm)  aft  from 
all  points  on  the  fishing  line,  head  rope, 
and  breast  lines  and  extending  past  the 
fishing  circle  for  a  distance  equal  to  or 
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greater  than  one-half  the  vessel's  length 
overall;  or 

(ii)  Has  no  parallel  lines  spaced  closer 
than  64  inches  (162.6  cm),  all 
points  on  the  fishing  line,  head  rope, 
and  breast  lines  and  extending  aft  to  a 
section  of  mesh,  with  no  stretched  mesh 
size  of  less  than  60  inches  (152.4  cm), 
extending  aft  for  a  distance  equal  to  or 
greater  than  one-half  the  vessel’s  length 
overall: 

(4)  Has  no  stretched  mesh  size  less 
than  15  inches  (38.1  cm)  aft  of  the  mesh 
described  in  paragraph  (3)  of  this 
definition  for  a  distance  equal  to  or 
greater  than  one-half  the  vessel’s  length 
overall: 

(5)  Contains  no  configuration 
intended  to  reduce  the  stretched  mesh 
sizes  described  in  paragraphs  (3)  and  (4) 
of  this  definition; 

(6)  Has  no  flotation  other  than  floats 
capable  of  providing  up  to  200  pounds 
(90.7  kg)  of  buoyancy  to  accommodate 
the  use  of  a  net-sounder  device; 

(7)  Has  no  more  than  one  fishing  line 
and  one  foot  rope  for  a  total  of  no  more 
than  two  weighted  lines  on  the  bottom 
of  the  trawl  between  the  wing  tip  and 
the  fishing  circle; 

(8)  Has  no  metallic  component  except 
for  connectors  (e.g.,  hammerlocks  or 
swivels)  of  net-sounder  device  aft  of  the 
fishing  circle  and  forward  of  any  mesh 
greater  than  5.5  inches  (14.0  cm) 
stretched  measure; 

(9)  May  have  small  mesh  within  32 
feet  (9.8  m)  of  the  center  of  the  head 
rope  as  needed  for  attaching 
instrumentation  (e.g.,  net-sounder 
device);  and 

(10)  May  have  weights  on  the  wing 
tips. 

***** 

Stretched  mesh  size  means  the 
distance  between  opposite  knots  of  a 
four-sided  mesh  when  opposite  knots 
are  pulled  tautly  to  remove  slack. 

***** 

Wing  tip  means  the  point  where 
adjacent  breast  lines  intersect  or  where 
a  breast  line  intersects  with  the  fishing 
line. 

3.  In  §  672.7,  paragraph  (m)  is  added 
to  read  as  follows: 

§672.7  Prohlbhions. 
***** 

(m)  Have  on  board,  at  any  particular 
time,  20  or  more  crab  of  any  species  that 
have  a  vridth  of  more  than  1.5  inches 
(38  millimeters)  at  the  widest 
dimension,  and  that  are  caught  with 
trawl  gear  when  directed  fishing  for 
groundfish  with  trawl  gear,  except  for 
pollock  by  vessels  using  pelagic  trawl 
gear,  is  prohibited  under  §  672.20(0(1). 


4.  In  $  672.24,  paragraphs  (d)(1) 
introductory  text  and  (d)(2)  introductory 
text  are  revised  and  (d)(3)  and  (d)(4)  are 
added  to  read  as  follows: 

§672.24  Gear  HmHatlons. 

***** 

(d)  *  *  * 

(1)  No  person  may  trawl  in  waters  of 
the  EEZ  within  the  following  areas  in 
the  vicinity  of  Kodiak  Island  (see  Figure 
2.  Type  I  Areas)  from  a  vessel  having  a 
nonpelagic  trawl  either  attached  or  on 
board: 

***** 

(2)  From  February  15  to  June  15,  no 
person  may  trawl  in  the  FF7-  within  the 
following  areas  in  the  vicinity  of  Kodiak 
Island  (see  Figure  2.  Type  n  Areas)  from 
a  vessel  having  a  nonpelagic  trawl  either 
attached  or  on  board: 
***** 

(3)  Each  person  trawling  in  any  area 
limited  to  pelagic  trawling  under 
paragraphs  (d)(1)  and  (d)(2)  of  this 
section  must  maintain,  in  working 
order,  on  that  trawl  a  properly 
functioning,  recording  net-sounder 
device,  and  must  retain  all  net-sounder 
recordings  aboard  the  fishing  vessel 
during  the  fishing  year. 

(4)  No  person  trawling  in  any  area 
limited  to  pelagic  trawling  under 
paragraphs  (d)(1)  and  (d)(2)  of  this 
section  may  allow  the  footrope  of  that 
trawl  to  be  in  contact  with  the  seabed 
for  more  than  10  percent  of  the  period 
of  any  tow,  as  indicated  by  the  net- 
sounder  device. 

***** 

5.  Figures  2  and  3  are  removed  from 
part  672  and  Figure  4  is  redesignated  as 
Figure  2. 

PAFTT  675— GROUNDFISH  FISHERY  OF 
THE  BERING  SEA  AND  ALEUTIAN 
ISLANDS  AREA 

6.  The  authority  citation  for  part  675 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  16  U.S.C.  1801  etseq. 

7.  In  §675.2,  definitions  of  fishing 
circle,  nonpeJagic  trawl,  stretched  mesh 
size,  and  wing  tip  are  added  in 
alphabetical  ordOT,  and  the  definition  of 
pelade  trawl  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§675.2  Definitions. 
***** 

Fishing  circle  means  the 
circumference  of  a  trawl  intersecting  the 
center  point  on  a  fishing  line,  and  that 
is  perpendicular  to  the  long  axis  of  a 
trawl. 


Nonpelagic  trawl  means  a  trawl  other 
than  a  pelagic  trawl. 

***** 

Pelagic  trawl  means  a  pelagic  trawl  as 
defined  in  §  672.2  of  this  chapter. 

***** 

Stretched  mesh  size  means  the 
distance  between  opposite  knots  of  a 
four-sided  mesh  when  opposite  knots 
are  pulled  tautly  to  remove  slacL 
***** 

Wing  Up  means  the  point  where 
adjacent  breast  lines  intersect  or  where 
a  breast  line  intersects  with  the  fishing 
line. 

8.  In  §  675.5,  paragraph  (c)(2)(i)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§675.5  Recordkeeping  and  reporting. 
***** 

(c)*  *  * 

(2)  *  *  * 

(i)  Requirements  for  processor  vessels. 
The  operator  of  a  processor  vessel  that 
conducts  fishing  activity  in.  or  receives 
groundfish  from,  any  reporting  area  in 
&e  Bering  Sea  and  Aleutian  Islands 
management  area  at  any  time  during  the 
fishing  year  must  submit  weekly 
production  reports.  Weekly  production 
reports  are  reared  for  a  processor 
vessel  for  any  week  during  the  period 
beginning  with  the  date  specified  in  the 
check-in  notice  and  ending  after  all 
groundfish  harvested  from  and  fish 
products  prepared  with  any  groundfish 
harvested  from  any  Bering  Sm  and 
Aleutian  Islands  reporting  area  are 
offloaded.  Weekly  production  reports 
are  required  during  this  period  even  if 
no  groundfish  is  harvested  or  received 
or  processed  during  a  particular  week, 
and  these  weekly  production  reports 
should  specify  zero  amounts  harvested, 
received,  or  produced. 

9.  In  §  675.7,  paragraph  (n)  is  added 
to  read  as  follows: 

§675.7  Prohibitions. 
***** 

(n)  Have  on  board  at  any  particular 
time  20  or  more  crab  of  any  species 
which  have  a  width  of  more  than  1.5 
inches  (38  millimeters)  at  the  widest 
dimension,  caught  with  trawl  gear  when 
directed  fishing  for  pollock  with 
nonpelagic  trawl  gear  is  prohibited 
under  §  675.21(c)  or  §  675.24(c)(2). 

10.  Figures  4  and  5  are  removed  from 
part  675. 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed 
issuance  of  njies  and  regulations.  The 
purpose  of  these  notices  is  to  give  interested' 
persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
nie  makir>g  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final 
nies. 


FARM  CREDIT  ADMINISTRATION 
12  CFR  Part  611 
RIN  3052-AB22 

Organization;  Reorganization 
Authorities  for  System  institutions 

AGENCY:  Farm  Credit  Administration. 
ACTION:  Resolidtation  of  comments. 

SUMMARY:  On  March  19, 1993,  the  Farm 
Credit  Administration  (FCA),  by  the 
Farm  Credit  Administration  Board 
(Board),  published  for  public  comment 
proposed  amendments  to  the 
regulations  governing  the  procedure  by 
which  certain  Farm  Credit  System 
(Farm  Credit  or  System)  institutions 
may  terminate  their  Farm  Credit  status. 
The  public  comment  period  closed  on 
April  19. 1993.  After  reviewing  the 
proposal  in  light  of  the  written 
comments,  the  Board  has  determined 
that  additional  comment  is  needed  on 
several  issues.  The  FCA  solicits 
additional  comments  on  the  exit  fee 
calculation  and  on  other  provisions  of 
the  proposed  regulations. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
August  25, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
submitted  in  writing,  in  triplicate,  to 
Patricia  W.  DiMuzio,  Division  Director, 
Regulation  Development  Division, 

Office  of  Examination.  Farm  Credit 
Administration.  McLean,  Virginia 
22102-5090.  Copies  of  all 
communications  received  will  be 
available  for  examination  by  interested 
parties  in  the  Regulation  Development 
Division,  Farm  Credit  Administration. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATKNf  CONTACT: 
Robert  S.  Child,  Policy  Analyst.  Office 
of  Examination.  Farm  Credit 
Administration,  McLean.  VA  22102- 
5090,  (703)  883-4498,  TDD  (703)  883- 
4444, 
or 

Rebecca  S.  Orlich,  Senior  Attorney, 
Office  of  General  Covmsel,  Farm 
Credit  Administration.  McLean.  VA 
22102-5090,  (703)  883-4020,  TDD 
(703) 883-4444. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  March 
19. 1993,  the  FCA  proposed  for  public 
comment  amendments  to  the 
regulations  governing  the  procedure  by 
which  certain  System  institutions  may 
terminate  their  Farm  Credit  status  (58 
FR 15099).  The  amendments  would 
expand  the  application  of  the  existing 
regulations  to  all  System  associations, 
add  provisions  that  would  apply  to  the 
termination  of  one  or  more  associations 
whose  assets  and  direct  loan  horn  the 
affiliated  Farm  Credit  Bank  (FCB) 
constitute  a  significant  proportion  of  the 
assets  and  direct  loans  in  the  district, 
and  make  technical  and  conforming 
revisions.  The  FCA  also  proposed  for 
public  comment  regulations  governing 
the  procedure  by  which  FCBs  and  banks 
for  cooperatives  (BCs)  may  terminate 
their  Farm  Credit  status.  These 
proposed  regulations  would  implement 
provisions  of  several  statutory 
amendments  to  the  Farm  Credit  Act  of 
1971  (1971  Act).  The  Agricultural  Credit 
Act  of  1987  (1987  Act).  Public  Law  100- 
233,  enacted  on  January  6, 1988, 
amended  the  1971  Act  by  establishing  a 
procedure  imder  which  a  Farm  Credit 
institution  may  terminate  its  Farm 
Credit  status  by  becoming  chartered  as 
a  financial  institution  under  other 
Federal  or  State  authority.  The  Food. 
Agriculture,  Conservation  and  Trade 
Act  Amendments  of  1991  (1991  Act), 
Public  Law  102-237,  enacted  on 
December  13. 1991,  amended  the  1971 
Act  by  extending  the  length  of  the  FCA’s 
review  period  for  the  approval  of 
disclosure  information  relating  to 
terminations  and  other  corporate 
restructuring.  The  Farm  Credit  Banks 
and  Associations  Safety  and  Soimdness 
Act  of  1992  (1992  Act),  Public  Law  102- 
552,  enacted  on  October  28. 1992, 
further  amended  the  1971  Act  by  adding 
clarifying  provisions  for  repayments  of 
assistance  relating  to  debt  obligations 
issued  by  the  Farm  Credit  System 
Financial  Assistance  Corporation  (FAC). 
The  1971  Act.  as  amended,  imposes^ 
certain  conditions  on  an  institution’ 
seeking  to  terminate  its  status  as  a  Farm 
Credit  institution:  authorizes  the  FCA  to 
impose  by  regulation  such  other 
conditions  as  the  FCA  considers 
appropriate:  and  requires  the  FCA  to 
promulgate  regulations  providing  for  the 
repayment  of  certain  System  assistance. 

The  FCA  received  comments  firom  the 
Farm  Credit  Council  (FCC)  on  behalf  of 
its  member  System  institutions,  from 


two  FCBs.  and  from  the  American 
Institute  of  Certified  Public 
Accountants.  The  FCC’s  comments 
included,  among  other  things,  a  request 
that  the  FCA  repropose  the  regulations, 
and  that  the  supplementary  information 
to  such  reproposal  include  a  sample  exit 
fee  calculation  for  FCBs  and 
associations  terminating  alone  or 
together  with  other  institutions  in  their 
district.  The  FCC’s  stated  reasons  for 
reproposing  the  regulations  were  the 
multiplicity  of  issues  raised,  the 
numerous  assumptions  that  had  to  be 
made  in  the  development  of  the  FCC’s 
comments,  and  the  apparent  lack  of 
urgency  in  having  final  regulations  in 
place. 

The  FCA  has  carefully  considered  the 
request  for  reproposing  the  regulations. 
Some  of  the  comments  made  by  the 
commenters  are  simple  differences  of 
opinion  with  the  FCA  regarding  certain 
proposed  provisions.  Other  comments 
indicate  that  there  are  areas  where 
clarification  of  language  in  the  proposed 
regulations  would  enable  the 
commenters  to  better  understand  the 
FCA’s  proposals:  however,  the 
comments  do  not  indicate 
misunderstandings  so  critical  as  to 
justify  a  reproposal  of  the  regulations. 
Indeed,  the  numerous  assumptions 
expressed  by  the  FCC  in  its  comments 
indicate  that  its  interpretation  of  the 
intent  of  the  proposed  regulations  is  for 
the  most  part  accurate.  Therefore,  the 
FCA  discusses  below  those  significant 
portions  of  the  proposed  regulations 
that  need  clarification,  and  the  FCA 
resolicits  comments  on  these  portions. 

In  addition,  the  FCA  provicles 
examples  of  how  exit  fees  would  be 
calculated  for  an  association  terminating 
alone,  an  FCB  terminating  without  any 
affiliated  associations,  and  an 
association  and  an  FCB  terminating 
together. 

A.  Discussion  of  Comments 
1.  Section  611.1205(d) 

The  term  "viability”  is  defined  as 
"the  ability  to  sustain  or  commence 
profitable  operations  exclusive  of  non¬ 
recurring  items.”  A  commenter 
suggested  that  the  definition  be  revised 
to  provide  a  more  objective  standard. 
The  purpose  of  the  viability  analysis 
required  in  proposed  §611.1275  is  to 
determine  whether  the  institutions 
remaining  in  the  district  of  a 
terminating  Large  Association  could 
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remain  competitive  and  continue  to  be 
profitable  after  the  Large  Association 
terminates.  Since  the  financial 
projections  made  in  the  viability 
analysis  will  be  a  judgment  based  on  the 
best  available  information,  the  FCA  does 
not  believe  there  is  a  need  for  a  more 
objective  or  precise  standard  set  forth  in 
the  regulations.  If  an  institution  is 
projected  not  to  be  viable  due  to  the 
termination  of  a  Large  Association,  the 
FCA  will  not  automatically  reject  the 
application  to  terminate,  but  will 
consider  all  available  information  in 
'eaching  its  decision. 

2.  Sections  611.1220(e)  and 
611.1235(a)(1) 

Paragraph  (e)  of  §  611.1220  would 
contain  provisions  regarding 
notification  to  stockholders  of  the 
results  of  the  stockholder  vote  on  the 
proposed  termination.  A  commenter 
requested  clarification  of  the  terms 
“final  vote”  and  “results  of  the 
stockholder  vote”  in  that  paragraph,  and 
the  term  “final  results  of  the  stockholder 
vote”  in  paragraph  {a)(l)  of  §611.1235. 
The  vote  referred  to  in  each  case  is  the 
stockholder  vote  on  the  proposed 
termination,  not  the  reconsideration 
vote. 

3.  Section  611.1225 

Section  611.1225  would  set  forth 
requirements  for  the  information 
statement  to  be  sent  to  stockholders.  A 
commenter  noted  that  the  regulation 
does  not  specify  how  long  before  the 
stockholder  meeting  the  stockholders 
must  receive  this  information.  Since 
institution  bylaws  may  differ  on  this 
point,  the  information  would  be 
provided  in  accordance  with  the 
notification  requirements  for  a 
stockholder  meeting  in  the  terminating 
institution’s  bylaws. 

4.  Section  611.1230(e) 

Paragraph  (e)  of  §  611.1230  would 

provide  that  the  plan  of  termination 
must  include  evidence  of  the  agreement 
and  plan  for  satisfaction  of  “outstanding 
debts.”  A  commenter  requested 
clarification  that  the  “outstanding 
debts”  include  the  payments  to  the  FAC 
addressed  in  §  611.1250.  It  was  the 
FCA’s  intention  that  the  plan  of 
termination  include  evidence  of  the 
terminating  institution’s  plan  for 
satisfaction  of  FAC  payments. 

5.  Section  611.1240 

Paragraph  (a)(3)  of  §611.1240  would 
define  the  components  of  “total 
capital,”  for  purposes  of  computing  the 
exit  fee,  as  all  capital  stock,  surplus  and 
undivided  profits.  A  commenter  asked 
whether  allocated  surplus,  revolving 


funds  certificates  or  other  written 
evidences  of  patronage  allocations  are 
included  within  the  definition.  'The 
term  “total  capital”  is  meant  to  include 
all  equities,  including  those  dted  by  the 
commenter. 

Paragraph  (e)  of  this  section  would 
provide  that,  in  order  to  ensure  that  the 
exit  fee  is  calculated  on  a  fair  and 
reasonable  basis,  the  FCA  may  require 
adjustments  to  the  financial  statement  of 
the  terminating  institution.  A 
commenter  requested  clarification  of  the 
use  of  the  term  “value”  in  reference  to 
the  terminating  institution’s  assets  and 
liabilities.  As  used  in  this  paragraph, 
“value”  is  intended  to  be  a  fair  and 
reasonable  value  after  adjustments  by 
the  FCA. 

The  commenter  also  asked  for 
clarification  of  the  phrase  “no  less 
stringent  than”  generally  accepted 
accounting  principles  (GAAP)  in  the 
same  sentence.  The  FCA  has  re¬ 
examined  the  use  of  this  phrase  in  the 
context  of  the  regulation  and  believes 
that  the  phrase  “fair  and  reasonable” 
would  better  describe  the  original 
intent. 

Paragraph  (g)  of  this  section,  which 
was  not  proposed  to  be  changed  from 
existing  regulations,  would  provide  that 
where  GAAP  requires  the  recordation 
on  the  balance  sheet  of  a  liability  that 
will  be  offset  by  an  unrecorded  asset, 
the  transaction  recording  the  liability 
would  be  reversed.  The  intent  of  such 
an  adjustment  was  to  recognize  the 
potential  impact  of  any  tax  benefits  that 
may  materialize  as  a  result  of  an 
institution’s  termination  from  the 
System  and  to  factor  such  benefits  into 
the  calculation  of  the  exit  fee.  Because 
such  benefits  may  not  have  met  the 
criteria  for  recordation  as  an  asset  in  the 
institution’s  submitted -financial 
statements,  the  FCA  concluded  that 
such  adjustments  were  required  in  order 
for  the  exit  fee  to  be  computed  on  a  fair 
and  reasonable  basis.  The  FCA  is 
considering  eliminating  this  provision 
in  the  final  regulation  ^cause  these 
same  adjustments  would  be  made  under 
a  fair  and  reasonableness  standard,  and 
certain  accounting  changes  make  the 
occurrence  of  these  circumstances 
unlikely  and,  therefore,  obviate  the  need 
for  this  section. 

6.  Section  611.1250 

Paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  would 
state  that  a  terminating  institution  must 
provide  for  payment,  or  assumption  by 
the  successor  institution,  of  all 
outstanding  debt  obligations.  A 
commenter  asked  whether  this 
paragraph  is  intended  to  include 
payment  to  the  FAC  addressed  in 
paragraph  (e)  of  this  section.  This 


paragraph  is  intended  to  include  all 
obligations,  including  those  obligations, 
more  specifically  described  in 
paragraphs  (b)  through  (e)  of  this 
section. 

Paragraph  (e)(2)  of  this  section  would 
provide  that  present  value  estimates 
required  to  be  made  by  the  FAC  would 
be  based  on  the  retail  loan  volume  of  the 
institution  as  of  the  quarter  end 
preceding  the  submission  of  the 
termination  application.  A  commenter 
indicated  that  the  measurement  of  the 
retail  loan  volume  at  a  specific  point  in 
time  is  inappropriate  and  that  the 
measurement  should  instead  be  based 
on  average  accruing  loan  volumes  since 
the  debt  was  incur^.  It  was  the  FCA’s 
intention  to  permit  an  averaging  of  loan 
volumes  over  a  period  of  time,  rather 
than  a  measurement  at  a  specific  point, 
but  not  to  permit  the  inclusion  in  such 
averaging  of  any  time  periods  after  the 
quarter  end  preceding  the  submission  of 
the  termination  application,  on  the 
ground  that  changes  in  the  loan  volume 
that  may  be  due  to  the  termination 
process  should  not  affect  the  present 
value  estimate.  The  commenter  also 
asserted  that  the  regulation  ignored  the 
statute’s  “forward-looking  concept” 
with  respect  to  the  present  value 
estimates.  This  issue  is  discussed  below 
in  connection  with  the  estimates 
required  by  proposed  §  611.1350(f). 

7.  Section  611.1255(d) 

Paragraph  (d)  of  this  section  would 
provide  that  the  amount  to  be  paid  to  a 
terminating  association  in  the 
retirement  of  equities  owned  in  its 
affiliated  FCB  must  be  equal  to  the  par 
value  of  the  stock  and  allocated  equities 
owned  by  the  terminating  association, 
less  any  impairment,  “at  the  date  the 
request  for  retirement  is  made  by  the 
terminating  association.”  A  commenter 
stated  that  an  association  should  not  be 
able  to  unilaterally  consider  itself  a 
terminating  institution  and  thereby 
request  retirement  of  its  FCB  stock  and 
equities  in  emticipation  of  an 
impairment  of  the  bank’s  stock.  The 
FCA  has  re-examined  this  provision  and 
believes  that  it  should  be  revised  to 
provide  that  the  value  of  the  stock  will 
be  fixed  on  the  computation  date,  since 
the  value  of  the  stodc  will  affect  the 
amount  of  the  exit  fee.  The  FCA  seeks 
comment  on  this  approach. 

8.  Section  611.1270 

This  section  pertains  to  the 
continuation  of  borrower  rights  by  the 
successor  institution  and  would  provide 
that  a  terminating  institution  may  not 
require  a  waiver  of  applicable  borrower 
rights  provisions  as  a  condition  of 
becoming  an  equityholder  in  the 
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successor  instituticm.  A  comin«Usr 
asserted  that  the  section  was  diffsrent 
from  the  existing  regulation,  vrhich 
seemed  to  apply  only  to  successor 
institutions  t^t  bec^e  other  financing 
institutions  (OFIs),  and  was  inconsistent 
with  §611.1Z10(dKl).  whidi  requires  a 
terminating  institution  to  disdose  to  a 
prospective  borrower  whether  tiie 
borrower  will  continue  to  have  statutory 
or  regulatmy  borrower  ri^its  after  the 
institution  terminates.  Proposed 
§  611.1270,  vdiidi  differs  m»n  the 
existing  regulation  cmly  in  the  order  of 
the  sentences,  would  provide  that,  with 
respect  to  successor  institutions  tiiat 
becmme  OFIs.  the  successor  institution 
may  not  require  a  waiver  of  borrower 
rigm  ai^lk:d>le  under  the  1971  Act 
and  FCA  regulations  to  CXls,  nor  may 
it  require  a  waiver  of  any  contractual 
borrower  rights,  as  a  condition  of 
becoming  an  aquityholder  in  the 
successor  institution.  With  respect  to 
successor  institutions  that  are  not  OFIs. 
the  institution  may  not  require  a  waiver 
of  any  contractual  borrower  rights  as  a 
condition  of  receiving  an  equity  interest 
in  the  successor  institution  in  exchange 
for  its  equity  interest  in  the  terminating 
institution:  however,  the  rights  grantra 
by  the  1971  Act  and  FCA  regul^ons 
would  no  lon^r  apply.  The  FCA  does 
not  see  any  incondstwiCT  betwera  this 
section  and  S  611.1210(d)(1).  which 
requires  disclosure  of  wlmti^  the 
successor  institution  will  continue  to 
give  borrowers  the  rights  granted  to 
Farm  Credit  bcnrowers  by  the  1971  Act 
or  regulatioxu,  either  because  the 
successor  institution  will  be  an  OFI,  or 
because  such  rights  will  be  expiesdy 
incorporated  into  the  loan  contract,  or 
because  the  institiUion  freely  chooses  to 
give  those  rights  to  its  borrowers. 

9.  Section  611.1350 

Section  611.1350  sets  forth 
requiremoats  for  the  repayment  of 
obligations  by  FCBs  or  BCs,  or  the 
assiunption  of  such  obligatirms  by  the 
successor  institution.  A  commenter 
noted  that  references  to  Systemwide 
bonds.  Systemwide  obligations  and 
consolidated  obligations  are  somewhat 
confusing.  The  references  to 
Systemwide  bonds  were  intended  to 
include  all  debt  securities  issued  on  a 
Systemwide  basis,  pursuant  to  section 
4.2(d)  of  the  1971  Act.  The  FCA  intends 
to  clarify  this  in  the  final  regulations, 
and  also  to  make  clarifications  with 
respect  to  liability  on  consolidated 
obligations.  In  addition,  a  commenter 
noted  that  individual  bank  obligations 
are  not  addressed  in  the  proposed 
regulations.  It  is  correct  that  repayment 
of  a  terminating  bank’s  individual 
obligations  are  not  provided  for. 


although  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
requires  um  tmrnlnatingbank  to  make 
an  undertaking  %dth  respect  to  interest 
on  individual  obligetions  issued  by 
other  FOSs  and  B(^.  The  FCA  believes 
that  individual  bank  obligations  issued 
pursuant  to  section  4.2(b)  of  the  1971 
Act  should  be  required  to  be  repaid  or 
otherwise  satisfira  by  a  terminating 
bank,  since  other  banks  operating  undw 
the  same  title  are  lid>le  for  the  interest 
on  the  obligations.  The  FCA  seeks 
comment  on  this  issue. 

Paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  would 
provide  t^  a  terminating  bank  must 
provide  for  the  payment  ^  all 
’’outstanding  System  debt  oUigations. 
or  the  assumption  of  such  tid>ility  by 
the  successcMT  institution.”  A  commenter 
asked  for  darification  of  what  the  term 
’’outstanding  System  debt  obligations” 
includes.  TIm  FCA  intmded  to  refw  to 
all  obligations  of  the  bank  in  this 
provision. 

Paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  gives  a 
terminating  ba^  three  options  with 
regard  to  how  a  terminating  bank  may 
satisfy  its  primary  liability  on 
cons(^dated  and  Systemwide 
obligations.  A  commenter  admd  who 
has  approval  authority  over  which  of 
the  options  (m  combination  thereof)  is 
chosen bv  the  terminating bank^and 
suggested  thd  the  remaining  FCBs  and 
BCs.  as  well  as  the  FCA.  be  {pven 
approval  authority.  The  FCA,  as  a  part 
of  the  approval  process,  will  have 
approvd  authority  over  the  terminating 
bank’s  proposed  treatment  of  primary 
liability  on  consolidated  and 
Systemwide  obligations.  The  FCA  is 
aware  of  the  importance  to  remainii^ 
banks  of  how  the  terminating  bank 
satisfies  its  primary  liability  and  would 
likely  seek  tne  views  of  remaining  banks 
on  this  issue.  The  commenter  finder 
suggested  that  the  regulation  contain  a 
fourth  option,  permitting  ’’any  other 
method  acceptable  to  (the]  FCA  and  the 
remaining  System  banks,  taking  into 
accoimt  the  market  implications  of  the 
method  selected."  The  FCA  is 
considering  adding  such  an  option, 
without  the  requirement  that  the 
method  must  be  acceptable  to  the 
remaining  banks,  and  solicits  comments 
on  this  approach  from  intereMed  parties. 

With  respect  to  the  option  set  forth  in 
paragraph  (b)(2)  of  this  sectioa.  a 
commenter  questioned  the  meaning  of 
cancellation  of  obligations,  sume  most 
Systemwide  debt  securities  have  no 
provision  for  cancellation.  The 
commenter  is  correct  that  the 
obligations  would  not,  strictly  speaking, 
be  canceled.  Rather,  t^  Fedm^  Reserve 
Bank  of  New  York  or  another  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  would,  when  instructed 
by  the  Federal  Farm  Credit  Banks 


Funding  Corporation  of  the  purchase  by 
a  terminating  bank  of  obligations  on 
which  the  bulk  is  primarify  liable,  retire 
the  amount  of  the  purchase  which 
would  reduce  the  total  amount  of  the 
issue  outstanding  by  the  amount  of  the 
terminatinc  bank’s  purchase. 

Paragraph  (d)  of  tiiis  section  sets  forth 
the  requirements  for  an  agreement  to’ 
establirii  the  terminating  bank’s 
proporticmate  share  of  any  subseciuent 
joint  and  several  liability  calb,  in  Um 
event  that  the  terminating  bank  and  the 
remaining  FCBs  and  BCs  are  undile  to 
reach  agreement  among  themselves.  A 
commenter  requested  idarification  of  the 
terms  ’’liability  computation  data”  and 
“cximputation  date”  in  the  secxind 
sentence  in  paramph  (dXl)  of  this 
section.  ’The  ’’liability  computation 
date”  is  the  date  described  in  the  first 
sentence  in  tills  paragraph,  and  the 
’’computation  date”  is  the  computation 
date  for  the  exit  fae,  as  specified  in 
§  611.1240(c)  (incorporated  by  referenco 
into  subpart  Q by  S6Il-1340{aH2)).  A 
commenter  asked  who  woulcl  m^e  the 
determinations  in  paragraphs  (d)  (2)  and  . 
(3).  The  FCA  would  mike  these 
determinations,  which  are  factual,  not 
discsretionaiy.  ’The  commenter  also 
asked  for  confirmation  that  the 
obligations  that  are  the  sihject  of  the 
agreement  in  this  paragraph  do  not 
include  the  (hliutions  on  which  tiie 
terminating  bank  is  primarily  liable. 

This  is  ccnrect. 

Paragraph  (f)  of  tills  section 
implements  recent  statutory 
amendments  recpiiring  a  terminating 
bank  to  pay  ceitoin  amoimts  to  the  FAC 
related  to  the  repayment  of  obligaticms 
issued  by  the  FAC.  In  the  propcoed 
regulation,  a  distinction  is  made  in  the 
bases  for  present  value  estimates 
between  tne  payments  that  are  based  on 
the  average  acc^ng  retail  loan  volumes 
for  a  15-year  period  and  payments  tiiat 
are  based  on  accruing  retail  loan 
volumes  for  a  l-year  periocL  For  the 
estimation  of  future  payments  based  on 
a  1-yeer  period,  the  regulaticm  would 
require  the  estimate  to  be  based  on  the 
retail  loan  volume  for  the  prec:eciing 
year;  for  the  estimation  of  future 
payments  based  on  a  15-yeBr  period,  the 
regulation  would  require  the  estimate  to 
be  based  on  the  average  loan  volume 
during  the  time  period  from  the  year 
obligations  were  issued  to  the  year  prior 
to  the  computation  date  for  the  exit  fee 
computation.  While  no  one  commented 
on  the  distinctions  made  in  the 
regulation,  one  commenter  did  assert 
that  the  "notion  of  forward-lcxiking 
information  contained  in  the  Farm 
Credit  Act  is  not  captured  in  the 
proposed  regulations  *  *  This 
comment  is  apparently  a  reference  to 
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the  requirement  that  estimates  of  future 
payments  based  on  a  15-year  period  be 
based  on  the  average  loan  volumes 
during  the  years  subsequent  to  the 
issuance  of  the  FAC  obligations,  rather 
than  based  on  more  recent  information. 

It  was  the  FCA’s  intention  to  require  the 
FAC  to  take  into  consideration  loan  j 
volumes  of  the  past  years  but  not  to 
require  that  the  average  of  all  those 
years  be  used  to  project  future  loan 
volumes  for  the  years  remaining  before 
the  FAC  obligations  mature.  The  FCA 
invites  comments  on  this  point. 
Furthermore,  the  FCA  is  considering 
eliminating  the  references  in  paragraph 
(f)  to  the  time  periods  on  which  the 
estimates  are  to  be  based,  thereby  giving 
the  FAC  more  flexibility  to  make  an 
appropriate  determination.  The  FCA 
also  invites  comments  on  this  approach. 

A  commenter  asked  the  FCA  to 
propose  a  deBnition  of  “appropriate 
discount  rate.”  The  FCA  did  not  define 
this  term  in  the  proposed  regulations 
because  it  does  not  want  to  limit  the 
flexibility  of  the  FAC  to  determine  what 
would  be  appropriate  under  the  facts 
and  circumstances  that  may  exist  when 
a  bank  proposes  to  terminate  its  Farm 
Credit  status. 

B.  Examples  of  Exit  Fee  Computations 

Set  forth  below  are  sample  exit  fees 
for  an  association  terminating  alone,  an 
FCB  and  an  OFI  terminating  together, 
and  the  same  association,  FCB  and  OFI 
terminating  together.  Adjustments  of  the 
assets  and  capital  presented  are  based 
on  the  assumptions  that  the  balance 
sheets  were  not  adjusted  for  the 
expected  termination;  no  liability  to  the 
FAC  for  future  payments  has  been 
recorded  by  the  institution;  and  the  item 
described  as  “Present  value  of  FAC 
payments”  is  the  estimated  present 
value  of  future  assessments  as 
calculated  by  the  FAC. 

Example  1.  Association  terminating 


alone. 

Average  daily  balance  (ADB)  of 

association  total  assets  .  $357,990 

(3,703) 

Less:  Present  value  of  FAC  pay¬ 
ments  tax  liability  due  to  an¬ 
ticipated  stock  retirement  (7,592) 


Adjusted  ADB  .  346,695 

Six  percent  of  the  adjusted 
ADB  of  total  assets .  (20,802) 


ADB  of  total  capital .  47,203 

(3,703) 

Less:  Present  value  of  FAC  pay¬ 
ments  tax  liability  due  to  an¬ 
ticipated  stock  retirement  (7,592) 


Subtotal  .  35,908 

Less:  Six  percent  of  adjusted 
ADB  of  total  assets .  (20,802) 


Exit  fee  .  15,106 


Example  2.  FCB  terminating  with  an  I 
OFI.  ] 

This  example  is  an  exit  fee  for  an  FCB 
terminating  along  with  an  OFI.  The  FCA 
has  not  provided  an  exit  fee  calculation 
for  a  FCB  terminating  alone,  because  the 
FCB  would  have  no  capital  after 
distribution  of  allocated  emd 
unallocated  equities  to  the  remaining 
associations  and  OFIs.  in  the  example 
below,  the  OFI  has  stock  of  $11,084 
invested  in  the  FCB  and  its  portion  of 
FCB  unallocated  surplus  is  $2,275  for  a 
total  of  $13,359. 

The  FCA  notes  that  the 
supplementary  information  published 
with  the  proposed  regulations  stated 
that  only  those  specific  assets  and 
capital  of  affiliated  associations 
remaining  in  the  System  that  are 
expected  to  be  paid  out  or  distributed  to 
such  associations  by  the  terminating 
bank  are  to  be  deducted  fi-om  the  assets 
and  capital  of  the  terminating  bank 
before  the  bank's  exit  fee  is  computed. 
However,  the  language  of  proposed 
§  611.1340  may  be  misinterpreted  to 
require  that  all  of  the  assets  and  capital 
of  the  associations  remaining  in  the 
System  be  deducted  from  the  assets  and 
capital  of  the  terminating  FCB.  In  the 
example  below,  assets  and  capital 
remaining  in  the  System  or  that  will  be 
paid  out  to  the  associations  remaining 
in  the  System  are  deducted  firom  the 


FCB. 

ADB  of  total  assets  .  $3,794,653 

Less:  ADB  of  direct  loans  to 

associations  remaining .  (3,217,673) 

Present  value  of  FAC  pay¬ 
ments  .  (68,220) 

Assets  equal  to  investments 
in  FCB  held  by  associa¬ 
tions  remaining .  (210,594) 

Assets  equal  to  associations’ 
proportionate  share  of 
unallocated  equities .  (43,228) 


Adjusted  ADB  of  total  assets  254,938 

ADB  of  total  capital .  335,401 

Less:  Present  value  of  FAC 

payments  .  (68,220) 

Stock  and  allocated  equities 

held  by  associations  .  (210,594) 

Associations*  proportionate 
share  of  unallocated  equi¬ 
ties  .  (43,228) 


Remaining  capital .  13,359 

Less:  Six  percent  of  adjusted 
ADB  of  total  assets .  (15,296) 


Exit  fee  for  FCB  .  0 


Example  3.  FCB  and  OFI  terminating 
with  an  affiliated  association. 

FCB  calculation: 

ADB  of  total  assets .  3,794,653 

Less:  ADB  of  direct  loan 
to  associations  remain¬ 
ing  .  (2,926,901) 


Assets  equal  to  equities 
in  FCB  held  by  associa¬ 
tions  remaining  .  (228,575) 

Present  value  of  FAC  pay¬ 
ments  .  (68,220) 


Total  Adjusted  Assets 

of  FCB  .  570,957 

Combined  assets  of  FCB 
and  association: 

ADB  of  total  association 

assets .  357,990 

Total  adjusted  assets  of 

the  FCB  .  570,957 

Less:  Elimination  of  di¬ 
rect  note  of  terminating 
association  from  FCB  ...  (290,772) 

Elimination  of  investment 
in  FCB  stock  of  termi¬ 
nating  association .  (22,877) 


Total  adjusted  com¬ 
bined  assets  .  615,298 

FCB  capital  calculation: 

ADB  of  total  capital  .  335,401 

Payment  from  terminating 
association  for  FCB's 

payment  to  FAC  .  3,703 

Less:  Present  value  of 

FAC  payments  .  (68,220) 

Stock  and  allocated  equi¬ 
ties  held  by  associa¬ 
tions  remaining .  (191,614) 

Proportionate  share  of 
unallocated  equities  of 
associations  remaining  .  (36,961) 


Total  adjusted  capital 

of  FCB  . 42,309 

Combined  capital  calcula¬ 
tion: 

ADB  of  total  association 
capital  less  FAC  pay¬ 
ments  .  43,500 

Adjusted  capital  of  FCB  ..  42,309 

Elimination  of  FCB  stock 
held  by  terminating  as¬ 
sociation  .  (22,877) 


Total  combined  cap¬ 
ital  .  62,932 

Exit  fee  for  -FCB  (excess 
over  fee  charged  for  asso¬ 
ciation): 

Total  combined  cap¬ 
ital  . 62,932 

Less:  Six  percent  of  total 
adjusted  combined  as¬ 
sets  (retained  by  termi¬ 
nating  institutions) .  (36,918) 


Excess  capital  over  6  per¬ 
cent  (combined  exit 

fee) .  26,014 

Less:  Association  exit  fee  (22,243) 


Exit  fee  of  the  FCB .  3,772 


In  the  above  example,  the  exit  fee  for 
■the  association  terminating  alone  is 
$15,106,  but  its  fee  is  $22,243  when  it 
terminates  together  with  its  affiliated 
FCB.  The  difference  is  due  to  the 
assumption  that,  when  the  association 
terminates  alone,  the  tax  liability 
associated  with  the  retirement  of  its 
investment  in  the  FCB  is  realized  and 
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included  in  the  exit  fee  computation. 
The  association  figiires  used  in  E3cample 
3  are  the  same  as  those  in  Example  1 
exc^t  diat  the  estimated  tax  liability  of 
$7,592  is  not  deducted  from  assets  or 
capital  of  the  association.  However,  it  is 
possible  that  a  tax  liability  may  accrue 
once  the  value  of  the  investment  in  the 
terminating  bank  is  established.  Most 
such  investments  result  from  patronage 
distributions  not  previously  included  in 
the  taxable  income  of  the  terminating 
association.  The  basis  for  non-inclunon 
of  such  patronage  distributions  is 
derived  from  an  Internal  Revenue 
Service  Ruling  71-566, 1971-2  C.B.  79. 
in  which  the  IRS  took  the  position,  in 
part,  that  sudi  investments  did  not  have 
a  market  value  and,  therefore,  did  not 
generate  taxable  income. 

Dated:  July  16. 1993. 

Curtis  M.  Anderson, 

Secretary,  Farm  Credit  Administration  Board. 
(FR  Doc.  93-17639  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Adminletration 

14CFRPart39 

[Docket  No.  93-NM-64-AD] 

Alrworthinees  Dlrectivee;  Boeing 
Model  747-400  Series  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM). 

SUMMARY:  This  document  proposes  to 
revise  an  existing  airworthiness 
directive  (AD),  applicable  to  all  Boeing 
Model  747-400  series  airplanes,  that 
currently  requires  revising  the  FAA- 
approved  Airplane  Flight  Manual 
(AFM)  to  impose  an  operational 
limitation  that  requires  the  right  very 
high  frequency  (VTIF)  radio 
communication  system  be  operational 
for  dispatch.  That  action  was  prompted 
by  the  discovery  of  a  single  point  feulure 
within  the  audio  management  unit 
(AMU)  that  will  disable  the 
transmission  functions  of  both  the  left 
and  center  VHF  radios.  The  actions 
specified  by  that  AD  are  intended  to 
prevent  loss  of  all  VHF  radio  voice 
communication  transmission  capability. 
This  action  would  provide  an  optional 
terminating  action  for  certain  airplanes, 
which,  if  accomplished,  would 
eliminate  the  ne^  for  the  required  AFM 
limitation:  and  would  limit  the 
applicability  of  the  rule. 


DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
September  20. 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  ANM-103, 
Attention:  Rules  Docket  No.  93-NM- 
64-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue,  SW., 

Renton,  Washington  98055-4056. 
Comments  may  be  inspected  at  this 
location  between  9:00  a.m.  and  3d)0 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday,  except 
Federal  holidays. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
the  proposed  rule  may  be  obtained  from 
Boeing  Commercial  Airplane  Group. 

P.O.  ^x  3707,  Seattle,  Washington 
98124-2207.  Hiis  information  maybe 
examined  at  the  FAA,  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  1601  Lind 
Avenue,  SW.,  Renton,  Washington. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Matt 
Wade,  Aerospace  En^neer,  Systems  and 
Equipment  Branch.  ANM-130S,  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate,  Seattle 
Aircraft  Certification  Office,  1601  Lind 
Avenue,  SW.,  Renton.  Washington 
98055-4056:  telephone  (206)  227-2751; 
fax  (206)  227-1181. 

SUPPLEMBKTARY  MFORMATION: 

Corruaents  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
propo^  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  shall 
identify  the  Rules  Docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 
specified  above.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  specified  above,  will  be 
considered  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposals  contained 
in  this  notice  may  changed  in  light 
of  the  comments  received. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  proposed  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  with  the  substance  of  this 
proposal  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Docket. 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  which  the  following 
statement  is  made:  "Comments  to 
Docket  Number  93-NM-64-AD.**  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 


Availdnlity  of  NPRMs 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
FAA.  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
ANM-103.  Attention:  Rules  Docket  fto. 
93-NM-64-AD,  1601  Lind  AveniM, 

SW..  Renton.  Washington  98055-4056. 

Discussion 

On  December  3, 1991,  the  FAA  issued 
AD  91-26-^5,  Amendment  39-6116  (56 
FR  65181,  December  16. 1991), 
applicable  to  all  Boeing  Model  747-400 
series  airplanes,  to  require  revising  the 
FAA-approved  Airplane  Flight  Mwual 
(AFM)  to  impose  an  operational 
limitation  that  requires  the  right  very 
high  frequency  (VHF)  radio 
communication  system  be  operational 
for  dispatch.  That  action  was  prompted 
by  the  discovery  of  a  single  point  figure 
within  the  audio  management  imit 
(AMU)  that  will  disable  the 
transmission  functions  of  both  the  left 
and  center  VHF  radios.  Currently,  two 
radios  are  required  for  airplane 
dispatch;  these  radios  must  be  designed 
and  installed  so  that  failure  of  one  radio 
will  not  preclude  operation  of  the  other. 
The  requirements  of  that  AD  are 
intend^  to  prevent  loss  of  all  VHF 
radio  voice  commimication 
transmission  capability. 

Since  the  issuance  of  that  AD,  the 
manufacturer  has  designed  a 
modification  of  the  AK^  that  will 
prevent  loss  of  all  VHF  radio  voice 
communication  transmissimi  capability. 
The  FAA  has  reviewed  and  approved 
Boeing  Service  Bulletin  747-23-2321, 
dated  May  20, 1993,  that  describes 
procedures  for  replacement  of  the 
currently-installed  AMU  with  a 
modified  AMU.  The  existing  AMU  was 
designed  with  left  and  right  VHF 
separation.  However,  the  left  and  center 
VHF  transmit  buffer  circuits  share  an 
integrated  circuit  chip  and  power 
supply.  A  single  failure  in  ffiis  circuitry 
will  disable  the  transmit  function  of 
both  the  left  and  center  VHF 
transceivers.  The  modified  AMU  has 
been  revised  to  provide  separation 
between  the  left  and  center  VHF 
transmit  circuits  in  order  to  prevent  a 
single  failure  frcm  disabling  both  the 
left  and  center  VHF  transmit  functions. 
Implementation  of  this  modification 
will  positively  address  the  unsafe 
condition  identified  as  loss  of  all  VHF 
radio  voice  communication 
transmission  capability. 

Since  an  unsafe  condition  has  been 
identified  that  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  on  other  products  of  this  same 
type  design,  the  proposed  AD  would 
revise  AD  91-26-05  to  continue  to 
require  the  addition  of  a  limitation  in 
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the  FAA-approved  AFM  requiring  that 
the  right  radio  communication 
system  be  operational  for  dispatch. 
Additionally,  the  proposed  AD  would 
provide  for  replacement  of  the 
currently-installed  AMU  with  a 
modified  AMU,  as  optional  terminating 
action  for  the  requirements  of  this  AD 
for  certain  airplanes.  If  accomplished, 
such  replacement  would  eliminate  the 
need  for  the  required  AFM  limitation. 

The  replacement  of  the  AMU  would  be 
required  to  be  accomplished  in 
accordance  with  the  service  bulletin 
described  previously. 

This  proposal  would  also  limit  the 
applicability  of  the  rule  to  exclude 
airplanes  having  production  numbers 
RT681  and  RT682.  These  airplanes  are 
not  susceptible  to  the  xmsafe  condition, 
since  they  were  equipped  with  the 
modified  AMU  during  production. 

There  are  approximately  235  Model 
747-400  series  airplanes  of  the  affected 
design  in  the  worldwide  fleet.  The  FAA 
estimates  that  28  airplanes  of  U.S. 
registry  would  be  affected  by  this 
proposed  AD,  that  it  would  take 
approximately  1  work  hour  per  airplane 
to  accomplish  the  proposed  actions,  and 
that  the  average  labor  rate  is  $55  per 
work  hour.  Based  on  these  figures,  the 
total  cost  impact  of  the  proposed  AD  on 
U.S.  operators  is  estimated  to  be  $1,540, 
or  $55  per  airplane.  This  total  cost 
figure  assumes  that  no  operator  has  yet 
accomplished  the  proposed 
requirements  of  this  AD  action. 

Should  an  operator  elect  to 
accomplish  the  optional  terminating 
action  that  would  be  provided  by  this 
AD  action,  the  number  of  work  hours 
required  to  accomplish  it  would  be 
approximately  1  per  airplane,  and  the 
cost  of  required  parts  would  be 
approximately  $313  per  airplane. 

Tbe  regulations  proposeo  herein 
would  not  have  substantial  direct  effects 
on  the  States,  on  the  relationship 
between  the  national  government  and 
the  States,  or  on  the  distribution  of 
power  and  responsibilities  among  the 
various  levels  of  government.  Therefore, 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12612,  it  is  determined  that  this 
proposal  would  not  have  sufficient 
federalism  implications  to  warrant  the 
pr^aration  of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  proposed  regulation  (1) 
is  not  a  "major  rule"  imder  Executive 
Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a  "significant 
rule”  under  the  DOT  Regulatory  Policies 
and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034,  February 
26, 1979);  and  (3)  if  promulgated,  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 


A  copy  of  the  draft  regulatory  evaluation 
prepared  for  this  action  is  contained  in 
the  Rules  Docket.  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the  Rules  Docket 
at  the  location  provid^  imder  the 
caption  "AOOnESSES." 

List  (^Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety.  Safety. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Administrator,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend  14 
CFR  part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C  App.  1354(a),  1421 
and  1423;  49  U.S.C.  106(g);  and  14  CFR 
11.89. 

§39.13  [Amended]  / 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  by 
removing  amendment  39-8116  (56  FR 
65181,  December  16, 1991),  and  by 
adding  a  new  airworthiness  directive 
(AD),  to  read  as  follows: 

Boeing:  Docket  93-NM-64-AD.  Revises  AD 
91-26-05,  Amendment  39-8116. 

Applicability:  All  Model  747-400  series 
airplanes,  excluding  production  numbers 
RT681  and  RT682;  certificated  in  any 
category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

Note  1:  Paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD  restates  the 
requirements  of  AD  91-26-05,  Amendment 
39-8116,  paragraph  (a).  As  allowed  by  the 
phrase,  "unless  accomplished  previously,”  if 
the  requirements  of  AD  91-26-05  have  been 
accomplished  previously,  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  AD  does  not  require  insertion  of  that 
Airplane  Flight  Manual  (AFM)  limitation  to 
be  repeated. 

To  prevent  loss  of  all  very  high  fiequency 
(VHF)  radio  voice  communication 
transmission  capability,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  Within  14  days  after  December  30, 1991 
(the  effective  date  of  AD  91-26-05, 
amendment  39-8116):  Add  the  following 
statement  to  the  Limitations  Section  of  the 
FAA-approved  AFM.  This  may  be 
accomplished  by  placing  a  copy  of  this  AD 
in  the  AFM. 

"ELECTTRONIC  SYSTEMS— VHF  RADIO 
VOICE  COMMUNICATIONS 

Right  VHF  radio  (VHF  R)  communication 
system  must  be  operational  for  dispatch.” 

(b)  Replacement  of  the  currently-installed 
audio  management  unit  (AMU)  of  the  VHF 
radio  conummication  system  having  Boeing 
part  numbers  S220U0OO-101.  -102,  or  -104, 
(Hughes- Avicom  part  numbers  1167014-140, 


-41,  or -142),  with  a  modified  AMU  having 
Boeing  part  number  S22OU00O-105  (Hughes 
part  number  1167014-143),  in  accordance 
with  Boeing  Service  Builetin  747-23-2321, 
dated  May  20, 1993,  constitutes  terminating 
action  for  the  requirements  of  this  AD. 
Following  accomplishment  of  this 
replacement,  the  AFM  limitation  required  by 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  AD  may  be  removed. 

(c)  As  of  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  no 
AMU  having  Boeing  part  numbers 
S22OUO0O-1O1.  -102,  or -104  (Hughes- 
Avicom  part  numbers  1167014-140,  -141,  or 
-142),  shall  be  installed  on  any  airplane, 
unless  the  requirements  of  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  AD  have  been  accomplished. 

(d)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time  that 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety  may  be 
used  if  approved  by  the  Manager,  Seattle 
Aircraft  edification  Office  (AGO).  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  Curators 
shall  submit  their  requests  through  an 
appropriate  FAA  Principal  Maintenance 
Inspe^or,  who  may  add  comments  and  then 
send  it  to  the  Manager,  Seattle  ACO. 

Note  2:  Information  concerning  the 
existence  of  approved  alternative  methods  of 
compliance  with  this  AD,  if  any,  may  be 
obtained  fiom  the  Seattle  ACO. 

(e)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  July  20, 
1993. 

Suzanne  E.  Stevens, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17651  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
MIXING  cooe  4ei»-1>-P 


14  CFR  Part  39 
[Docket  No.  93-NM-74-AO] 

Airworthiness  Directives;  Corporate 
Jets,  Limited  (formerly  British 
Aerospace),  Model  BAe  125-600A 
Series  Airplanes 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
(NPRM). 

SUMMARY:  This  document  proposes  the 
adoption  of  a  new  airworthiness 
directive  (AD)  that  is  applicable  to 
certain  Corporate  Jets,  Limited,  Model 
BAe  125-800A  series  airplanes.  This 
proposal  would  require  replacement  of 
the  existing  forward  cabin  door  retainer 
catch  assembly  located  in  the  upper 
luggage  bay  shelf  with  a  new,  improved 
forward  cabin  door  retainer  catch 
assembly.  This  proposal  is  prompted  by 
reports  which  indicate  that,  under 
certain  conditions,  the  forward  cabin 
door  could  be  forced  to  the  closed 
position  and  held  closed.  The  actions 
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speci6ed  by  the  proposed  AD  are 
intended  to  prevent  the  forward  cabin 
interior  door  Erom  closing  during  takeoff 
and  landing,  whidi  could  impede  or 
hinder  the  ability  of  passengers  and 
crew  to  exit  throu^  the  main  entrance 
door  during  an  emergency  evacuation. 
DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
September  20, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Submit  comments  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA).  Transport 
Airplaiae  Directorate,  ANM-103. 
Attention:  Rules  Docket  No.  93-NM- 
74-AD.  1601  Lind  Avenue,  SW., 

Renton,  Washington  98055-4056. 
Comments  may  be  inspected  at  this 
location  between  9  e.m.  and  3  p.m., 
Monday  through  Friday,  except  Federal 
holidays. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
the  proposed  rule  may  be  obtained  from 
Corporate  Jets.  Inc,  22070  Broderick 
Drive,  Sterling,  Virginia  20166.  This 
information  may  be  examined  at  the 
FAA.  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
1601  Lind  Avenue,  SW..  Renton. 
Washington. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Stephen  Slotte,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Standardization  Bran^,  ANM-113. 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate. 
1601  Lind  Avenue,  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056;  telephone 
(206)  227-2797;  fax  (206)  227-1320. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  shall 
identify  the  Rules  Docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 
specified  above.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  specified  above,  will  be 
considered  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposals  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  light 
of  the  comments  received. 

Comments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatory,  economic, 
environmental,  and  onergy  aspects  of 
the  proposed  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  before 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Rules  Docket  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contact 
concerned  udth  the  substance  of  this 
proposal  will  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
Dodret 

Commenters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledge  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  this  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 


postcard  on  urhich  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Docket  Number  93-NM-74-AD.’*  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stamped  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

Availability  of  NPRMs 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate. 
ANM-103.  Attention:  Rules  Docket  No. 
93-NM-74-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue, 

SW..  Renton,  Washington  98055-4056. 

Discussion 

The  Qvil  Aviation  Authority  (CAA), 
which  is  the  airworthiness  authority  for 
the  United  Kingdom,  recently  notified 
the  FAA  that  an  unsafe  condition  may 
exist  on  certain  Corporate  Jets.  Limit^. 
Model  BAe  125-800 A  series  airplanes. 
The  CAA  advises  that  there  have  been 
reports  which  indicate  that,  under 
certain  conditions,  the  forward  cabin 
door  could  be  forced  to  the  closed 
position  and  held  closed.  During  taxi 
maneuvers  and  flight  in  turbulent  air, 
the  crockery  drawer  located  on  the 
right-hand  side  of  the  cabin  vestibule 
may  spring  open.  The  existing  door 
retainer  catch  located  on  the  upper 
luggage  bay  shelf  may  not  effortively 
hold  the  door  open  against  the  force 
exerted  by  the  crodtery  drawer.  With 
the  eroded  drawer  open,  it  is  not 
possible  to  open  the  forward  cabin 
interior  door.  This  condition,  if  not 
corrected,  could  result  in  the  forward 
cabin  interior  door  closing  during 
takeoff  and  landing,  which  could 
impede  or  hinder  the  ability  of 
passengers  and  crew  to  exit  through  the 
main  entrance  door  during  an 
emergency  evacuation. 

Corporate  Jets,  Limited,  has  issued 
Service  Bulldin  SB.25-68-25A440A, 
dated  August  19, 1992.  that  describes 
procedures  for  accomplishment  of 
Modification  No.  25A440A,  which 
entails  replacement  of  the  existing 
forward  cabin  door  retainer  catch 
assembly  located  in  the  upper  luggage 
bay  shelf  with  a  new,  improved  forward 
cabin  door  retainer  catch  assembly.  The 
CAA  classified  this  service  bulletin  as 
mandatory. 

This  airplane  model  is  manufactured 
in  the  United  Kingdom  and  is  type 
certificated  for  operation  in  the  United 
States  under  the  provisions  of  Section 
21.29  of  the  Federal  Aviatiem 
Regulations  and  the  applicable  bilateral 
airworthiness  agreement.  Pinsuant  to 
this  bilateral  airworthiness  agreement, 
the  CAA  has  kept  the  FAA  ii^ormed  of 
the  situation  described  above.  The  FAA 
has  examined  the  findings  of  the  CAA. 
reviewed  all  available  information,  and 
determined  that  AD  action  is  necessary 


for  products  of  this  type  design  that  are 
certificated  fr»  operation  in  the  United 
States. 

Since  an  unsafe  condition  has  been 
identified  that  is  likely  to  exist  or 
develop  on  other  airplanes  of  die  same 
type  design  registered  in  the  United 
States,  the  proposed  AD  would  require 
leplacemMit  of  the  existing  forward 
cabin  door  retainer  catch  assembly 
located  in  the  upper  luggage  bay  shelf 
with  a  new,  improved  foi^rd  cabin 
door  retainer  catch  assembly.  The 
actions  would  be  required  to  be 
accomplished  in  accordance  with  the 
service  bulletin  described  previously. 

The  FAA  estimates  that  5  airplanes  of 
U.S.  registry  would  be  affected  by  this 
proposed  AD,  that  it  would  take 
approximately  2  work  hours  per 
airplane  to  accomplish  the  proposed 
actions,  and  that  the  average  labor  rate 
is  $55  per  work  hour.  The  cost  of 
required  parts  is  expected  to  be 
negligible.  Based  on  these  figures,  the 
total  cost  impact  of  the  proposed  AD  on 
U.S.  operators  is  estimated  to  be  $550, 
or  $110  per  airplane.  This  total  cost 
figure  assumes  that  no  operator  has  yet 
accomplished  the  propped 
requirements  of  this  AD  action. 

The  regulations  proposed  herein 
would  not  have  substantial  direct  effects 
on  the  States,  on  the  relationship 
between  the  national  government  and 
the  States,  or  on  the  distribution  of 
power  and  responsibilities  among  the 
various  levels  of  government  Therefore, 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12612,  it  is  determined  that  this 
proposal  would  not  have  sufficient 
federalism  implications  to  warrant  the 
preparation  of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  proposed  regulation  (1) 
is  not  a  “major  ^e“  under  Exaaitive 
Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a  “significant 
rule”  under  the  DOT  R^ulatory  Policies 
and  Procedures  (44  FR  11034,  February 
26. 1979);  and  (3)  if  promulgated,  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantid 
number  of  small  entities  imder  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibilify  Act. 
A  copy  of  the  dr^  regulatory  evaluation 
prepa^  for  this  action  is  contained  in 
the  Rules  Dodeet  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the  Rules  Docket 
at  the  location  provid^  under  the 
caption  “ADDRESSES.” 

List  of  Subjects  In  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft.  Aviation 
safety.  Safety. 

The  Propetsed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  ddegated  to  me  by  the 
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Administrator,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Achninistration  proposes  to  amend  14 
CFR  part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority;  49  U.S.C.  App.  13S4(a),  1421 
and  1423;  49  U.S.C.  106(^;  and  14  CFR 
11.89. 

139.13  [Amendatfl 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  hy 
adding  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

Corporate  )eto.  Limited  (Formerly  British 
Aerospace);  Docket  93-NM-74-AD. 

Applicability:  Model  BAe  125-800A  series 
airplanes,  as  listed  in  Corporate  Jets,  Limited, 
Service  Bulletin  SB.25-69-2SA44aA,  dated 
August  19, 1992;  certificated  in  any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  ibdicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  the  forward  cabin  door  from 
closing  during  takeoff  and  landing,  which 
could  impede  or  hinder  the  ability  of 
passengers  and  crew  to  exit  throng  the  main 
entrance  door  during  an  emeigoncy 
evacuation,  accomplidi  the  following: 

(a)  Within  180  days  after  tho  ^hctive  date 
of  this  AD,  replace  ^e  existing  forward  cabin 
door  retainer  catch  assembly  located  in  tha 
upper  luggage  bay  shelf  with  a  new, 
improved  fcaward  cabin  door  retainer  catch 
assembly.  Modification  No.  25A440A,  in 
accordance  with  Corporate  Jets,  Limited, 
Service  Bulletin  SB.25-68-25A440A,  dated 
August  19, 1992. 

(b)  As  of  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  no 
person  shall  install  a  catch  assendily  having 
part  number  25-4DP169S  on  any  airplane. 

(c)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  comjdiance  time  that 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety  may  be 
used  if  approved  by  the  Manager. 
Standardization  Branch,  ANM-113.  FAA, 
Transport  Airplane  Directorate.  Operators 
shall  submit  their  requests  throng  an 
appropriate  FAA  Principal  Maintenance 
Inspector,  who  may  add  comments  and  then 
send  it  to  the  Manager.  Standardization 
Branch,  ANM-llS. 

Nate:  Information  concerning  the  existence 
of  approved  alternative  method  of 
compliance  with  this  AD,  if  any,  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Standardization  Brandi, 
ANM-113. 

(d)  Special  fb^t  permits  nuy  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  tha 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  July  2(1, 
1993. 

Suzanne  E.  Stevens, 

Acting  Manager,  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17652  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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14  CFR  Part  39 

[Docket  No.  92-NR4-154-AD1 

AirwortttInMS  Directives;  Fokksr 
Model  F2t  Mark  0100  Serlee  Airplanee 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Supplemental  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking:  reopening  of 
comment  period. 

SUHMARY:  This  document  revises  an 
earlier  proposed  airworthiness  directive 
(AD),  applicable  to  certain  Fokker 
Model  F28  Mark  0100  series  airplanes, 
that  would  have  required  replacement 
of  the  bypass  valve  assemblies  in  the 
hydrau^  systems  1  and  2  return  filters. 
That  propo^  was  prompted  1^  a  report 
that  a  loose  bypass  valve  seal  of  the 
hydraulic  system  return  filter  assembly 
b^ame  jammed  and  caused  increased 
pressure  in  the  return  system,  resuUing 
in  insufficient  clearance  in  tha  brake 
tmit  and  subseqiient  overheated  brakes 
and  blo%vn  tires.  This  action  revises  the 
proposed  rule  by  expanding  the 
applicability  of  the  existing  rule  to 
include  an  additional  airplane  and  by 
adding  additional  requirements  for  t^t 
airplane.  The  actions  specified  by  this 
proposed  AD  are  intended  to  prevMit 
the  occurrence  of  overheated  brakes  and 
blown  tires,  which  would  lead  to  loss  of 
braking  performance  and  may  cause  the 
loss  of  directional  control  of  the 
airplane  while  it  is  on  the  ground. 

DATES:  CcHfnmmits  must  be  received  by 
September  3, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Sid>init  ccHnmmits  in 
triplicate  to  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA).  Transport 
Airplane  Directorate,  ANM-103, 
Attention:  Rules  Docket  No.  92-NM- 
154-AD,  1601  Lind  Avenue,  SW., 
Renton,  Washington  98055—4056. 
Ckimments  may  be  inspected  at  this 
location  between  9  a.m.  and  3  p.m., 
Monday  throngh  Friday,  except  Federal 
holidaj^. 

The  service  information  referenced  in 
the  proposed  rule  may  be  obtained  from 
Fokker  Aircraft  USA,  Inc.,  1199  NOTth 
Fairfax  Street,  Alexandria,  Virginia 
22314.  This  information  may  ^ 
examined  at  the  FAA,  Transport 
Airf^ane  Directorate,  1601  Lind 
Avenue,  SW.,  Renton,  Washingtmi. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACrT: 
Timothy  J.  Dulin,  Aerospace  Engineer, 
Standardization  Branch.  ANM-113, 
FAA,  Transport  Airplane  Directorate, 
1601  Lind  Avenue,  SW.,  Renton, 
Washington  98055-4056;  telephone 
(206)  227-2141;  fax  (206)  227-1320. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
participate  in  the  making  of  the 
proposed  rule  by  submitting  such 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  as 
they  may  desire.  Communications  ^all 
identify  the  Rules  Docket  number  and 
be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 
specified  dmve.  All  communicatkms 
received  on  or  before  the  closing  date 
for  comments,  specified  above,  vrill  be 
considered  befcm  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposals  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  light 
of  the  comments  received. 

(Domments  are  specifically  invited  on 
the  overall  regulatcxry,  economic, 
environment^,  and  energy  aspects  of 
the  proposed  rule.  All  comments 
submitted  will  be  available,  both  befcm 
and  after  the  closing  date  for  comments, 
in  the  Ehiles  Dodcet  for  examination  by 
interested  persons.  A  report 
summarizing  each  FAA-public  contKt 
concerned  with  tha  substance  of  this 
proposal  wrill  be  filed  in  the  Rules 
DodceL 

(Dommuiters  wishing  the  FAA  to 
acknowledga  receipt  of  their  comments 
submitted  in  response  to  tins  notice 
must  submit  a  self-addressed,  stamped 
postcard  on  whicdi  the  following 
statement  is  made:  “Comments  to 
Docket  Number  92-NM-154— AD.’*  The 
postcard  will  be  date  stam])ed  and 
returned  to  the  commenter. 

Availability  of  NPRlVfa 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
NPRM  by  submitting  a  request  to  the 
FAA.  Transput  Airplane  Directorate, 
ANM-103,  Attention:  Rules  Docket  No. 
92-^^-1 54-AD,  1601  Lind  Avmiue, 
SW.,  Renton.  Washington  98055-4056. 

Discussion 

A  proposal  to  amend  part  39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  add  an 
airworthiness  directive  (AD),  applicable 
to  cmtain  Fc^dmr  Model  F28  Mark  0100 
series  airplanes,  was  published  as  a 
notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  (NPRM) 
in  the  Federal  Re^ster  on  November  25, 
1992  (57  FR  55483).  That  NPRM  would 
have  required  replacement  of  the  bypass 
valve  assemblies  in  the  hydraulic 
systems  1  and  2  return  filters.  That 
NPRM  was  pnnnpted  by  a  report  that  a 
loose  bypass  valve  seal  of  the  hydraulic 
syst«n  return  filter  assembly  became 
jammed  in  the  outlet  of  the  filter  unit. 
This  blocked  the  return  flow  to  the 
hydraulic  reservoir,  causing  increased 
pressure  in  the  r^urn  system  during  the 
selection  of  sub-systems.  Consequently, 
there  was  insufficient  running  clearance 
in  the  brake  unit,  "eaulting  in 
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overheated  brakes  and  blown  tires.  That 
condition,  if  not  corrected,  could  result 
in  the  occurrence  of  overiieated  brakes 
and  blown  tires,  which  would  lead  to 
loss  of  braking  performance  and  may 
cause  the  loss  of  directional  control  of 
the  airplane  while  it  is  on  the  ground. 

Since  issuance  of  that  NPRM,  Fokker 
has  issued  Revision  2  to  Service 
Bulletin  SBFlOO-29-021,  dated 
December  22, 1992.  This  revision  of  the 
service  bulletin  adds  an  airplane  to  its 
eBectivity  Listing.  For  that  airplane. 
Revision  2  describes  procedures  for 
removal  of  the  currently  installed 
bypass  valve  assembly  in  the  hydraulic 
system  1  return  filter  and  installation  of 
an  improved  assembly.  The 
Rijksluchtvaartdienst  (RLD),  which  is 
the  airworthiness  authority  for  The 
Netherlands,  classified  this  revised 
service  bulletin  as  mandatory. 

The  FAA  has  determined  mat  one 
additional  airplane  is  subject  to  a  loose 
seal  in  the  hydraulic  system  1  return 
filter,  which  could  result  in  overheated 
brakes  and  blown  tires,  and  subsequent 
loss  of  braking  performance  and  may 
cause  the  loss  of  directional  control  of 
the  airplane  while  it  is  on  the  ground. 
Therefore,  this  proposed  AD  has  been 
revised  to  require  not  only  the 
previously  proposed  replacement  of  the 
bypass  valve  assemblies  in  the 
hydraulic  systems  1  and  2  retirni  filters 
on  all  other  affected  airplanes,  but  also 
the  removal  of  the  currently  installed 
bypass  valve  assembly  in  the  hydraulic 
system  1  return  filter  on  the  one 
additional  airplane  and  installation  of 
an  improved  assembly.  These  actions 
would  be  required  to  be  accomplished 
in  accordance  with  the  revised  service 
bulletin  described  previously. 

Since  this  change  expands  the  scope 
of  the  originally  proposed  rule,  the  FAA 
has  determined  that  it  is  necessary  to 
reopen  the  comment  period  to  provide 
additional  opportunity  for  public 
comment. 

For  clarification  purposes,  the 
wording  of  this  supplemental  NPRM 
that  describes  procedures  for 
"replacement"  of  the  bypass  valve 
assemblies  in  the  hydraulic  systems  1 
and  2  return  filters  has  been  revised  to 
refer  to  "removal”  of  the  ciurently 
installed  bypass  valve  assemblies  in  the 
hydraulic  systems  1  and  2  return  filters 
and  "installation"  of  improved 
assemblies. 

The  economic  analysis  paragraph, 
below,  has  been  revisit  to  include  an 
additional  airplane  of  U.S.  registry  that 
would  be  affected  by  this  proposed  AD. 

The  FAA  estimates  that  40  airplanes 
of  U.S.  registry  would  be  affected  by  this 
proposed  AD,  that  it  would  take 
approximately  1  work  hour  per  airplane 


to  accomplish  the  proposed  actions,  and 
that  the  average  labor  rate  is  $55  per 
work  hour.  R^uired  parts  would  be 
supplied  by  the  parts  manufacturer  at 
no  cost  to  operators.  Based  on  these 
figures,  the  total  cost  impact  of  the 
proposed  AD  on  U.S.  operators  is 
estimated  to  be  $2,200,  or  $55  per 
airplane.  This  total  cost  figure  assiimes 
that  no  operator  has  yet  accomplished 
the  proposed  requirements  of  this  AD 
action. 

The  regulations  proposed  herein 
would  not  have  substantial  direct  effects 
on  the  States,  on  the  relationship 
between  the  national  government  and 
the  States,  or  on  the  distribution  of 
power  and  responsibilities  among  the 
various  levels  of  government.  Therefore, 
in  accordance  with  Executive  Order 
12612,  it  is  determined  that  this 
proposal  would  not  have  sufficient 
federalism  implications  to  warrant  the 
preparation  of  a  Federalism  Assessment. 

For  the  reasons  discussed  above,  I 
certify  that  this  proposed  regulation  (1) 
is  not  a  “major  rule"  under  Executive 
Order  12291;  (2)  is  not  a  "significant 
rule"  under  the  DOT  Regulatory  Policies 
and  Procedures  (44  FR 11034,  February 
26, 1979);  and  (3)  if  promulgated,  will 
not  have  a  significant  economic  impact, 
positive  or  negative,  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 
A  copy  of  the  draft  regulatory  evaluation 
prepared  for  this  action  is  contained  in 
the  Rules  Docket.  A  copy  of  it  may  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the  Rules  Docket 
at  the  location  provided  under  the 
caption  "ADDRESSES." 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  39 

Air  transportation.  Aircraft,  Aviation 
safety.  Safety. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the 
authority  delegated  to  me  by  the 
Administrator,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  proposes  to  amend  14 
CFR  part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  39-AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  39 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C  App.  1354(a).  1421 
and  1423;  49  U.S.C.  106(^;  and  14  CFR 
11.89. 

$39.13  [Amended] 

2.  Section  39.13  is  amended  hy 
adding  the  following  new  airworthiness 
directive: 

Fokker:  Docket  92-NM-154-AD. 


Applicability:  Model  P28  Mark  0100  series 
airplwes;  serial  numbers  11244  through 
11363,  inclusive,  and  11408;  certificated  in 
any  category. 

Compliance:  Required  as  indicated,  unless 
accomplished  previously. 

To  prevent  the  occurrence  of  overheated 
brakes  and  blown  tires,  which  would  lead  to 
loss  of  braking  performance  and  may  cause 
the  loss  of  directional  control  of  the  airplane 
while  it  is  on  the  ground,  accomplish  the 
following: 

(a)  For  the  airplane  having  serial  number 
11408:  Within  7  months  after  the  effective 
date  of  this  AD.  remove  the  hydraulic  system 

1  return  filter,  having  part  nxunber  QA05775: 
and  install  an  improv^  system  1  return 
filter,  having  part  number  QA07236;  in 
accordance  with  Fokker  Service  Bulletin 
SBFlOO-29-021.  Revision  2,  dated  December 
22, 1992. 

(b)  For  the  airplanes  having  serial  number 
11244  through  11363,  inclusive:  Within  7 
months  after  the  effective  date  of  this  AD, 
remove  the  hydraulic  systems  1  and  2  return 
filters,  having  part  numbers  QA05775  and 
QA05777,  respectively;  and  install  improved 
systems  1  and  2  return  filters,  having  part 
numbers  QA07236  and  QA07237, 
respectively;  in  accordance  with  Fokker 
Service  Bulletin  SBFlOO-29-021,  Revision  1, 
dated  July  3, 1992;  or  Revision  2,  dated 
December  22. 1992. 

(c)  As  of  the  effective  date  of  this  AD,  no 
person  shall  install  hydraulic  systems  1  and 

2  return  filters,  part  numbers  QA0S775  and 
QA05777,  respectively,  on  any  airplane. 

(d)  An  alternative  method  of  compliance  or 
adjustment  of  the  compliance  time  that 
provides  an  acceptable  level  of  safety  may  be 
used  if  approved  by  the  Manager, 
Standardisation  Branch,  ANM-113. 
Operators  shall  submit  their  requests  through 
an  appropriate  FAA  Principal  Maintenance 
Inspector,  who  may  add  comments  and  then 
send  it  to  the  Manager,  Standardization 
Branch,  ANM-113. 

Note:  Information  concerning  the  existence 
of  approved  alternative  methods  of 
compliance  with  this  AD.  if  any,  may  be 
obtained  from  the  Standardization  Branch. 
ANM-113. 

(e)  Special  flight  permits  may  be  issued  in 
accordance  with  FAR  21.197  and  21.199  to 
operate  the  airplane  to  a  location  where  the 
requirements  of  this  AD  can  be 
accomplished. 

Issued  in  Renton,  Washington,  on  July  20. 
1993. 

Suzanne  E.  Stevras, 

Acting  Manager.  Transport  Airplane 
Directorate,  Aircraft  Certification  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17653  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspace  Dochst  NOk  tS-AGL-T) 

Proposed  Control  Zone  and  TranaMon 
Area  ModWcaUona,  DicMnson 
Municipal  Airport,  Dickinson,  NO 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  proposed  rule  would 
modify  the  centred  zone  and  transition 
are  ^  Dickinson  Municipal  Airport, 
Dickinson,  ND,  to  accommodate 
establishment  of  ILS  runway  32,  and 
Nondirectional  Beacon  (NDB)  runway 
32  Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (SlAP).  The  intended  effect 
of  this  aetkm  is  to  provide  segregation 
of  aircraft  using  instrument  approach 
procedures  in  instrument  coiiditions 
from  othw  aircraft  operating  in  visual 
weather  conditions. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  23, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to;  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Chief  Cotmsel,  AGL-7,  Rules 
Docket  No.  93-ALG— 7, 2300  East  Devon 
Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018.  The 
official  docket  may  be  examined  in  the 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Chief  Counsel, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  2300 
East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  Plaines, 

Illinois.  An  informal  docket  may  also  be 
examined  during  normal  business  hours 
at  the  Air  Traffic  Division,  System 
Management  Brandi,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  2300  East  Devon 
Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Douglas  F.  Powers,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
System  Management  Branch,  A(^>-530, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  2300 
East  Devon  Avenue,  Des  F^aines,  Illinois 
60018,  telephone  (312)  694-7568. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to 
participate  in  this  proposed  rulemaking 
by  submitting  such  written  data,  views, 
or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Comments  that  provide  die  factual  basis 
supporting  the  views  and  suggestions 
presented  are  particularly  helpful  in 
developing  reasoned  regulatory 
decisions  on  the  proposal.  Comments 
are  specifically  invited  on  the  overall 
regulatory,  aeronautical,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy-related 
aspects  of  the  proposal. 

Communications  should  identify  the 
airspace  docket  number  and  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 
listed  above.  Commenters  wishing  the 


FAA  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  their 
comments  on  this  notice  must  submit 
with  those  comments  a  self-addressed, 
stamped  postcard  on  which  the 
following  statement  is  made: 

“ConunMits  to  Airspace  Docket  No.  93- 
AGL-7."  The  postcard  will  be  data/time 
stamped  and  returned  to  the 
commenter.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  specified 
closing  date  for  comments  will  be 
considered  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  light 
of  comments  received.  Ail  comments 
sulxnitted  will  be  available  for 
examination  in  the  Rules  Docket,  FAA, 
Great  Lakes  Region,  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Chief  Coimsel,  2300  East 
Devon  Avenue.  Des  Plaines,  Illinois 
both  before  sid  after  the  closing  date  for 
comments.  A  report  summafizu^  each 
substantive  public  contact  with  FAA 
personnel  concerned  with  this 
rulemaking  will  be  filed  in  the  docket. 

Availability  of  bVRM’s 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of 
Public  Affairs,  Attention:  Public  Inquiry 
Centor,  APA-220,  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20591,  or 
by  calling  (202)  267-3485. 
Commimicatkms  must  identify  the 
notice  numbn  of  this  NPRM.  Persons 
interested  in  being  placed  on  a  mailing 
list  for  future  NPRM’s  should  also 
request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Qrcular  No. 
11-2A,  which  describes  the  application 
procedure. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendmoat  to  part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part  71)  to 
modify  the  control  zone  and  transition 
area  at  Elickinson  Miinicipal  Airport, 
Dickinsmi,  ND,  to  accommodate 
establishment  of  ILS  runway  32,  and 
NDB  runway  32  SIAP.  The  radius  of  the 
control  zone  remains  the  same  with  the 
addition  of  a  7-mile  extension  to  the 
southeast.  The  radius  of  the  transition 
area  remains  the  same  with  the  addition 
of  a  14-mile  extension  to  the  southeast. 

The  development  of  this  procedure 
requires  that  th'e  FAA  alter  the 
designated  airspace  to  ensure  that  the 
prefigure  would  be  contained  within 
controlled  airspace.  The  minimum 
descent  altitude  for  this  procedure  may 
be  established  below  the  floor  of  the 
700-foot  controlled  airspace. 

Aeronautical  maps  and  charts  would 
reflect  the  defined  area  which  would 
enable  pilots  to  circumnavigate  the  area 
in  order  to  comply  with  applicable 
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visual  flight  rule  requirements.  The 
coordinates  for  this  airspace  dodmt  are 
based  on  North  American  Datum  83. 
Control  zones  are  published  in  §  71.171 
of  FAA  Order  7400.7A  dated  November 
2, 1992,  and  effiactive  November  27, 
1992,  whidi  is  incorporated  by 
reference  in  14  CFR  71.1.  Transition 
areas  are  published  in  §  71.181  of  FAA 
Order  7400. 7 A  doted  November  2, 1992, 
and  effective  November  27. 1992,  which 
is  incorporated  by  reference  in  14  CFR 
71.1.  The  Control  Zone  uid  tranntion 
area  listed  in  this  document  would  be 
published  subseouently  in  the  Order. 
The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 

S3sed  regulation  only  involves  an 
lished  body  of  tedmical 
regulations  for  which  frequent  and 
routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current.  It, 
therefore — (1)  is  not  a  "major  rule” 
under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not 
a  "significant  rule"  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR 11034;  February  26, 1979);  and  (3) 
does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  as  the  anticipated 
impact  is  so  minimak  Since  this  is  s 
routine  matter  that  will  only  affect  air 
traffic  procedures  and  air  navigation,  it 
is  certified  that  this  rule,  when 
promulgated,  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  71 
Aviation  safety.  Control  zane&. 
Incorporation  by  reference.  Transition 
areas. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 
In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
proposes  to  amend  14  CFR  part  71  as 
follows: 

PART  71— {AMENDED] 

The  authority  citatiem  for  14  CFR  part 
71  continues  to  read  as  follows; 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  app.  1348(a),  1354(a), 
1510;  E.0. 10854,  24  FR  9565,  3  CFR,  1959- 
1963  Comp.,  p.  389;  49  U.S.C.  106(gl:  14  CFR 
11.69. 

§71.1  [Amsndsd] 

2.  The  incorporation  by  reference  in 
14  CFR  17.1  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  Order  7400.7A, 
Compilation  of  Regulations,  dated 
November  2, 1992.  and  effective 
Novembw  27, 1992,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Section  71.171  Designation 

•  *  *  •  • 

AGL  NDCZ  Dickiiison,  ND  fRaviaedl 
Dickinsoa  Municipal  Airport,  ND 
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flat.  46*47'48''  N,  long  102“48'0(r  W) 
Within  a  4.4Hnile  radius  of  Dickinson 
Munidpai  Airport;  and  within  1.4  miles  each 
side  of  the  ISO  bearing  from  the  airport 
extending  from  the  4.4-mile  radius  to  7  miles 
southeast  of  the  airpmt  This  control  zone  is 
effective  during  the  spedfrc  dates  and  times 
established  in  advance  by  a  Notice  to 
Airmen.  The  effective  dates  and  times  will 
thweafter  be  continuously  published  in  the 
Airport  Fadlity  Directory. 

•  «  •  •  tl 

Section  71.181  Designation 

•  •  •  *  tr 

AGL  ND  TA  Dicldnson  ND  [Revised] 
Dickinson  Municipal  Airport.  ND 
flat.  46*47'48''  N.  long  102‘'48'00''  W) 
Dickinson  VORTAC  (lat.  46*’51'36''  N,  long 
102*46'25''  W) 

That  airspace  upward  from  700  feet  above 
the  surface  within  an  8.3-mile  radius  of  the 
Dickinson  Munidpai  Airport  and  within  4 
miles  each  side  of  the  150*  bearing  from  the 
airpcHt  extending  from  the  8.3-mile  radius  to 
14  miles  southeast  of  the  airport,  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface  within  a  25. 2-mile  radius 
of  the  Dickinson  VORTAC  extending 
clockwise  from  the  Dickinson  VORTAC  214 
radial  to  the  Dickinson  VORTAC  093”  radial, 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the  Dickinson 
Municipal  Airport,  ND,  Control  Zone. 

•  •  •  •  * 

Issued  in  Des  Plains,  Illinois  on  June  23. 
1993. 

John  F.  Cuprisin. 

Manager,  Air  Traffic  Division. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17734  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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14  CFR  Part  71 

[Airspaca  Dockat  No.  93-ANE-19] 

Proposed  Airspace  Update  for  the  New 
England  Region 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  proposed  rule  would 
update  certain  control  zones  and 
transition  areas  in  the  New  England 
Region.  This  action  is  prompted  hy  a 
review  of  control  zones  and  transition 
areas  in  the  New  England  region  for 
conformity  with  the  requirements  of  the 
United  States  Standard  for  Terminal 
Instrument  Procedures  (TERPS).  This 
action  is  necessary  in  order  to  keep  the 
control  zones  and  transition  areas  in  the 
New  England  region  operationally 
current. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  24. 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  the 
proposal  in  triplicate  to:  Manager. 
System  Management  Branch.  Air  Traffic 


Division.  New  England  Region.  Docket 
No.  93-ANE-19,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  12  New  England 
Executive  Paii:.  Burlington,  MA  01803- 
5299. 

The  docket  may  be  examined  in  the 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Chief  Counsel, 
New  England  Region,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  12  New  England 
Executive  Paric.  Burlington,  MA  01803- 
5299,  weekdays,  except  Federal 
holidays,  between  the  hours  of  8  a.m. 
and  4:30  p.m. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Charles  M.  Taylor.  Airspace  Specialist. 
System  Management  Branch,  ANE-530. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  12 
New  England  Executive  Park, 

Burlington,  MA  01803-5299; 

Telephone:  (617)  238-7532;  Facsimile; 
(617)  272-0395. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Comments  Invited 

Interested  parties  are  invited  to 
participate  in  this  proposed  rulemaking 
by  submitting  such  written  data,  views 
or  arguments  as  they  may  desire. 
Comments  that  provide  ffie  factual  basis 
supporting  the  views  and  suggestions 
presented  are  particularly  helpful  in 
developing  reasoned  regulatory 
decisions  on  the  proposal.  Comments 
are  specifically  invited  on  the  overall 
regulatory,  aeronautical,  economic, 
environmental,  and  energy-related 
aspects  of  the  proposal. 

Communications  should  identify  the 
airspace  docket  number  and  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  address 
listed  under  "ADDRESSES”.  Commenters 
wishing  the  FAA  to  acknowledge 
receipt  of  their  comments  on  this  notice 
must  submit  with  those  comments  a 
self-addressed,  stamped  postcard  on 
which  the  following  statement  is  made: 
"Comments  to  Airspace  Docket  No.  93- 
ANE-19."  The  postcard  will  be  date/ 
time  stamped  and  returned  to  the 
commenter.  All  communications 
received  on  or  before  the  specified 
closing  date  for  comments  will  be 
considered  before  taking  action  on  the 
proposed  rule.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received.  All 
comments  submitted  will  be  available 
for  examination  in  the  Rules  Docket, 
FAA.  New  England  Region.  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Chief  Counsel,  12  New 
England  Executive  Park,  Burlington, 
Massachusetts,  both  before  and  after  the 
closing  date  for  comments.  A  report 
summarizing  each  substantive  public 
contact  with  FAA  personnel  concerned 
with  this  rulemaking  will  be  filed  in  the 
docket. 


Availability  of  NPRM's 

Any  person  may  obtain  a  copy  of  this 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  (NPRM) 
by  submitting  a  request  to  the  Office  of 
the  Assistant  Chief  Coimsel,  ANE-7. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration.  12 
New  England  Executive  Park, 
Burlington,  MA  01803-5299.  ‘ 

Communications  must  identify  the 
notice  number  of  this  NPRM.  Persons 
interested  in  being  placed  on  a  mailing 
list  for  future  NPRM’s  should  also 
request  a  copy  of  Advisory  Circular  No. 
11-2 A  whic^  describes  the  application 
procedure. 

The  Proposal 

The  FAA  is  considering  an 
amendment  to  part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part  71)  to 
update  certain  control  zones  and 
transition  areas  in  the  New  England 
Region.  This  action  is  prompted  by  a 
review  of  control  zones  and  transition 
areas  in  the  New  England  region  for 
conformity  with  the  requirements  of  the 
United  States  Standard  for  Terminal 
Instrument  Procedures  (TERPS).  That 
review  of  control  zones  and  transition 
areas  in  the  New  England  region 
revealed  the  need  to  expand  the  radius 
of  some  areas  to  account  for  rising 
terrain  in  the  vicinity  of  the  airport 
serving  those  areas,  add  and  delete 
departure  and  arrival  extensions  to 
conform  areas  to  new  updates  in  IFR 
approach  and  departure  procedures, 
decrease  the  radius  of  some  areas  due  to 
published  visual  departure  procedures, 
make  minor  editorial  changes,  and 
delete  one  transition  area. 

The  review  of  the  control  zones  and 
transition  areas  in  the  New  England 
region  revealed  e  need  to  increase  the 
radius  of  following  areas  to  account  for 
rising  terrain  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
airport. 

Control  Zones 
Bridgeport,  CT 
Danbury,  CT 
Groton,  CT 
Hartford,  CT 
New  Haven,  CT 
Houlton,  ME 
Presque  Isle.  ME 
Bedford,  MA 
Beverly.  MA 
Lawrence.  MA 
Norwood,  MA 
Westfield,  MA 
Concord.  NH 
Lebanon,  NH 
Nashua,  NH 
North  iGngston,  RI 

Transition  Areas 
Bridgeport.  CT 
Chester.  CT 

Danbury,  CT  - 

Danielson,  CT 
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Groton,  CT 
Hartford,  CT 
Madison,  CT 
Meriden,  CT 
New  Haven,  CT 
Oxford,  CT 
Willimantic,  CT 
Windsor  Locks,  CT 
Auburn,  ME 
Bangor,  ME 
Belfost,  ME 
Biddeford,  ME 
Brunswick,  ME 
Frenchville*,  ME 
Fryeburg,  ME 
Greenville,  ME 
Houlton,  ME 
Lincoln,  ME 
Machias,  ME 
Millinocket,  ME 
Norridgewock,  ME 
Old  Town,  ME 
Pittsfield,  ME 
Portland,  ME 
Presque  Isle,  ME 
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Princeton,  ME 
Rockland,  ME 
Sanford,  ME 
Waterville,  ME 
Boston,  MA 
Great  Barrington,  MA 
Hopedale,  MA 
MansBeld,  MA 
Northampton,  MA 
Southbridge,  MA 
Taunton,  MA 
Westfield,  MA 
Concord,  NH 
Keene,  NH 
Manchester,  NH 
Nashua,  NH 
Westerly,  RI 
Burlington,  VT 
Lyndonville,  VT 

In  addition,  updates  to  IFR  departure 
and  approach  procedures  at  some 
airports  may  require  additions  or  allow 
deletions  horn  the  controlled  airspace 
intended  to  contain  aircraft  departing 
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from  or  arriving  at  those  airports  under 
IFR.  New  or  updated  IFR  approach  and 
departure  procedures  may  require 
redefinition  of  the  affected  control  zones 
or  transition  areas  based  on  navigation 
facilities  such  as  non-directional  beacon 
(NDB),  very  high  firequency  Omni-  . 
directional  range  (VOR),  distance 
measuring  equipment  (DME),  tactical  air 
navigation  (TACAN),  combination  VOR 
and  TACAN  facilities  (VORTAC),  area 
navigation  (RNAV),  and  instrument 
landing  system  (ILS)  and  associated  its 
associated  equipment,  outer  marker 
(OM),  locator  outer  marker  (LOM).  or 
middle  marker  (MM).  The  following 
control  zones  and  transition  areas  in  the 
New  England  Region  require  updating 
for  this  reason  in  addition  to,  and  in 
some  cases  on  conjunction  with, 
increases  in  the  area  radius  due  to  rising 
terrain  in  the  vicinity  of  the  associated 
airports: 


Control  zone  I  Reason  for  update 


Windsor  Locks,  CT .  Add  extension  due  to  revision  of  VOR  or  TACAN  Runway  (RWY)  15  approach. 

Brunswick,  ME  .  Change  references  to  Brunswick  Navy  VORTAC  or  Brunswick  Navy  TACAN  in  anticipation  of  the  decom¬ 

missioning  of  the  Brunswick  Navy  VORTAC. 

Presque  Isle,  ME .  Revise  description  of  southeast  extension  for  ILS  RWY  1  approach,  delete  description  for  northwest  exten¬ 

sion  due  to  irKreased  radius. 

Lebanon,  NH .  Increase  radius  due  to  published  departure  procedure. 

Manchester,  NH .  Shorten  northwest  extension  due  to  revision  of  VOR/DME  RWY  17  approach. 

Nashua,  NH .  Increase  width  of  extension  for  VOR-A  approach. 

Portsmouth,  NH . .  Delete  extensions  due  to  revision  of  approach  procedures. 

Beverly,  MA .  Redefine  control  zone  extension  using  the  Topsfield  NDB. 

Lawrence,  MA .  Delete  extenskxrs  due  to  updates  for  the  VOR  RWY  23  approach. 

Westfield,  MA .  Redefine  arrd  increase  northeast  extension  arxf  add  southern  exterrsion  due  to  published  departure  proce¬ 

dure  arrd  amendment  to  NDB  RWY  20  approach. 

Burlington,  VT  .  Delete  southeast  extension  as  it  is  no  longer  required  because  of  the  published  departure  procedure,  and 

add  northwest  extension  for  HI-TACAN  RWY  15  approach. 

North  Kingston,  RI .  Increase  radius  for  ILS  RWY  16,  VOR/DME  RNAV  RWY  34,  and  VOR-A  approaches,  and  delete  separate 

definition  for  extension  because  it  lies  entirely  within  the  increased  radius. 

Providence,  RI  .  Redefine  control  zorte  extensions  to  allow  for  North  Kingston,  RI  Control  Zone. 

Montpelier,  VT .  Add  departure  extension  for  RWY  23  for  the  published  departure  procedure,  and  add  arrival  extension  for 

ILS  Approach  RWY  17.  , 


Transition  area  Reason  for  update 


Meriden,  CT  .  Redefine  extension  due  to  updates  for  the  VOR  RWY  36  approach. 

New  Haven,  CT .  Increase  radius  due  to  updates  for  the  ILS  RWY  2,  VOR  RWY  2  and.VOR-A  approaches. 

Windsor  Locks,  CT .  Delete  separate  definitions  for  extensions  that  lie  entirely  within  the  increased  radius,  and  add  extension  for 

revision  to  Instrument  approaches. 

Auburn,  ME  .  Redefine  extensiorrs  due  to  amendrrrent  of  ILS  and  NDB  RWY  4  approaches. 

Brunswick,  ME  .  Change  references  to  the  Brunswick  Navy  VORTAC  to  the  Brunswick  Navy  TACAN  due  to  the  anticipated 

decommisionirtg  of  the  Brunswick  Navy  VORTAC,  and  add  eastern  extension  for  VOR/DME  RWY  25  ap¬ 
proach  to  Wiscasset  Airport. 

Fryeburg,  ME  .  Increase  radius  and  add  northwest  extension  due  to  published  departure  procedure. 

Greenville,  ME .  Add  northwest  extension  due  to  published  departure  procedure. 

Lincoln,  ME  . .  Redefine  rrorth  extension  to  contain  NDB  RWY  17  approach. 

Norridgewock,  ME .  Add  north  erdension  for  VOR/DME  RWY  3  approach. 

Presque  Isle,  ME .  Redefine  the  southeast  extension  for  ILS  RV^  1. 

Rangeley,  ME  .  Increase  extension  due  to  update  to  NDB-A  approach. 

Sanford,  ME .  Add  southwest  extension  and  redefine  northeast  extension  due  to  ILS  RWY  7  approach. 

Fall  River,  MA  .  .  Delete  the  northeast  extension  due  to  updates  for  the  NDB  RWY  24  approach. 

Falnxxjth,  MA .  Updates  description  due  to  anticipated  decommissionirtg  of  Hyannis  VORTAC  and  carx:ellation  of  VOR-A 

Approach  at  Chatham  Airport. 

Marshfield,  MA .  Delete  extension  due  to  amendment  of  NDB  RWY  6  approach. 

Palmer,  MA .  Updates  extension  due  to  anrendment  of  NDB  RWY  4  approach. 

Pittsfield,  MA .  Reduce  radius  due  to  published  departure  procedure. 

Provincetown,  MA .  Add  northeast  extension  and  increase  size  of  southwest  extension  due  to  updates  for  ILS  RWY  7,  NDB 

RWY  25,  and  NDB-A  approaches. 
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Transition  area 

Reason  for  update 

Taunton,  MA _ _ _ - 

Laconia.  NH  . . . 

Portsmouth,  NH - 

Block  Istwtd,  Rl _ 

Newport  Rl - 

Norto  Kirtgetown,  Rl - 

Pawtuckat  Rl  ~  .  — 

Provkianoa.  Rl  ~ 

Bennir)gton,  VT  ........ - 

MorTtsvWe,  VT  . . . . 

SpringRald.  VT _ 

Deiels  extension  due  to  cancellation  of  VOR-A  approach. 

Reduce  radhjs,  and  add  extension,  due  to  pubSshed  departure  procedure. 

Increase  transition  area  to  the  north  and  south  to  contain  procedure  for  Tyco  Hefiport  Hampfen  HeSport 
and  Skyhaven  Airport 

Reduce  radus  due  to  published  departure  procedure. 

Redelne  extensions  due  to  updates  for  the  VOR  RWY  26,  NDB  RWY  10,  and  VORA>ME  RWY  10  ap- 
procKihes. 

Add  extensions  due  to  updates  for  the  VOR  RWY  16  and  LXX;  RWY  22  approaches. 

Redsftoe  extensions  due  to  updates  for  toe  ILS  RWY  16,  VORfi)ME  RNAV  RWY  34,  and  VOR-A  ap¬ 
proaches. 

Redefine  extensions  due  to  updates  for  the  VOR-B  approach. 

Redeflne  extensions  due  to  updates  for  toe  ILS  RWY  5R  and  VOR/DME  RWY  34  approaches 

Reduce  radfos  to  encompass  only  the  arrival  procedure  due  to  published  visual  departure  procedure. 

Reduce  radkis  duo  to  published  visual  departure  procedure. 

Reduce  radkiS  due  to  published  visual  departure  procedure. 

The  FAA  also  proposes  dumges  to  the  descriptions  of  the  following  control  ztmes  and  transition  areas. 

Ooniroi  zona 

Reason  for  update 

Augusta,  ME - 

Bangor.  ME _ 

Montpelier,  VT  _ _ _ _ ......... 

Revise  description  to  specify  lower  vertical  limit  and  unlmkad  upper  vertical  limit 

Delete  control  zone  due  to  establishment  of  Bangor  Airport  Radar  Service  Area. 

Delete  exclusion  for  Carrier  Skypark  Airport 

Transition  area 

Reason  for  update 

FHchburg,  MA _  ..... 

Spiingfleid/Chicopee,  MA _ .... 

Provincelown,  IdA _ _ _ 

Beiin.NH _ 

Buifirtgton,  VT  ............. _ _ 

MorttpeHer,  VT  ......................... _ _ 

Delete  area  because  It  Res  completely  within  toe  Keene,  NH,  Boston,  MA  and  Fort  Devens,  MA  IransitiAn 

areas. 

Add  exclusion  for  Westfleiu,  MA  control  zorte. 

Change  latitude  and  lorrgituide  coordtoates  for  Racepoint  NDB  (RZP)  due  to  relocation  of  the  NDB 

Revise  description  of  exterrsion  to  run  from  toe  8.2  mile  radkis. 

Revise  description  of  procedure  turn  area  in  terms  of  bearing  and  dtotance. 

Deieta  exclusion  for  Montpelier,  VT  control  zone. 

These  actions  are  necessary  to  keep 
control  zones  and  transition  areas  in  the 
New  England  region  operationally 
current  The  coordinates  for  this 
airspace  docket  are  based  on  North 
American  Datum  (NAD)  83.  Control 
zones  and  transition  areas  are  publislmd 
in  FAA  Order  7400.7A.  dated  November 
2, 1992,  and  elective  November  27, 
1992,  whidi  is  incorporated  by 
reference  in  14  CFR  71.1.  Control  zones 
appear  in  Section  71.171,  and  transition 
areas.  Section  71.181.  The  control  zones 
and  transition  listed  in  this  document 
would  be  published  subsequently  in  the 
Order. 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
proposed  regulation  involves  an 
estwlished  body  of  technical 
regulations  for  which  bequent  and 
routine  amendments  are  necessary  to 
keep  them  operationally  current.  It, 
therefore— (1)  is  not  a  "major  rule” 
under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is  not 
a  "significant  rule"  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR 11034;  February  26, 1979);  and  (3) 
does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  as  the  anticipated 
impact  is  so  minimal.  Since  this  is  a 
routine  matter  that  will  only  affect  air 
traffic  procedures  and  air  navigation,  it 
is  certified  that  this  proposed  ^e, 
when  promulgated,  will  not  have  a 


significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  sinall  business 
entities  under  the  criteria  of  the 
Regulator  Flexibility  Act 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  71 
Aviati(m  Safety,  Dmtrol  zmies, 
Incorpwation  by  refermice.  Transiticm 
areas. 

The  Proposed  Amendment 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 

imposes  to  amend  14  CFR  part  71  as 
bllows: 

PART  71— (AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  14  CFR 
part  71  continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C  app.  1348(a),  1354(a). 
1510;  E.0. 10854, 24  FR  9565, 3  CFR,  1950- 
1963  Comp.,  p.  389;  49  U.S.C  106(g);  14  CFR 
11.69. 

171.1  [Amended] 

2.  The  incTHporation  by  reference  in 
14  CFR  71.1  of  the  Feder^  Aviation 
Administration  Order  7400.7A. 
Compilation  of  Regulations,  dated 
November  2, 1992,  and  efiective 
November  27, 1992,  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Section  71.17J  Contnd  Zones 

***** 


ANE  CT  CZ  Bridgeport,  CT  (Revisedl 
Bridgeport.  Igor  L  Sikorsky  Memorial 
Airport.  CT 

(lat  41*09'48''  N,  long.  73*or34''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surfece  to  and  including  2.500  feet  MSL 
within  a  4.5-mile  radius  ol  the  Igm  L 
Sikorsky  Memorial  Airport  from  the  Sikorsky 
Airport  360*  bearing  clockwise  to  the 
Sikorsky  Airport  2^  bearing  and  within  a 
6.5-mile  radius  from  the  Sikmky  Airport 
260*  bearing  clockwise  to  the  Sikorsky 
Airport  360*  bearing.  This  control  zone  is 
eff^ive  during  the  specific  dates  and  times 
established  in  advance  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen 
(NOTAM).  The  effoctive  dates  and  times  will 
thereafter  be  continuously  published  in  the 
Airpoit/Facility  Directory. 

ANE  CT  CZ  Danbury,  CT  [Revised] 

Danbury  Municipal  Airport,  CT 
(lat  41*22'17''  N,  long.  73*28'56''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  to  and  including  3,000  feet  MSL 
within  a  6.5-mile  radius  of  Danbury 
Municipal  Airport.  This  control  zone  is 
effiactive  during  the  specific  dates  and  times 
established  in  advance  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen 
(NOTAM).  The  efiective  dates  and  times  will 
thereafter  be  continuously  published  in  the 
Airport/Facility  Directory. 

ANE  CT  CZ  Croton,  CT  [Revised] 
Croton-New  Londcm  Airport,  CT 
(lat.  41*1 9'48''  N,  long.  72*02'42''  W) 
Fisher’s  Island,  Elizabeth  Held,  NY 
(lat.  41*15'07''N,  long.  72*01'54''W) 
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That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  to  and  including  2,500  feet  MSL 
within  a  4.5-mile  radius  of  the  Groton-New 
London  Airport;  that  airspace  within  a  1-mile 
radius  of  the  Fisher’s  Island,  Elizabeth  Field. 
This  control  zone  is  effective  during  specific 
dates  and  times  established  in  advance  by  a 
Notice  to  Airmen  (NOTAM).  The  effective 
dates  and  times  will  thereafter  be 
continuously  published  in  the  Airport/ 

Facility  Directory. 

ANE  CT  CZ  Hartford.  CT  (Revtaed] 
Hartford-Brtainard  Airport,  Hartford,  CT 
(lat.  41“44'10*  N,  long.  72*39'00"  W) 
Rentschler  Airport,  East  Hartford,  Ct 
(lat.  41*45'15''  N.  long.  72*37'28"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  to  and  including  2,500  feet  MSL 
within  a  4.5-mile  radius  of  the  Hartford- 
Brainard  Airport,  and  within  a  6.9-miIe 
radius  of  the  Rentschler  Airport  from  the 
Rentschler  Airport  055°  bearing  clockwise  to 
the  Rentschler  Airport  170°  be^ng 
clockwise  to  the  Rentschler  Airport  055° 
bearing;  excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Windsor  Locks,  CT  Airport  Radar  Service 
Area.  This  control  zone  is  effective  during 
the  specific  dates  and  times  established  in 
advance  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen  (NOTAM). 

The  effective  dates  and  times  will  thereafter 
be  continuously  published  in  the  Airport/ 
Facility  Directory. 

ANE  CT  CZ  New  Haven,  CT  (Revised] 

New  Haven,  Tweed-New  Haven  Airport,  CT 
(lat.  41°15'49"  N,  long.  72°53'12''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  to  and  including  2,500  feet  MSL 
within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  Tweed-New 
Haven  Airport.  This  control  zone  is  effective 
during  the  specifrc  dates  and  times 
established  in  advance  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen 
(NOTAM).  The  effective  dates  and  times  will 
thereafter  be  continuously  published  in  the 
Airport/Facility  Directory. 

*  *  •  •  * 

ANE  CT  CZ  Windsor  Locks.  CT  (Revised] 
Windsor  Locks,  Bradley  International,  CT 
(lat.  41°56'20’'  N,  long.  72°40'59''  W) 
Bradley  VORTAC 

(lat.  41°56'27''  N,  long.  72°41'19"  W) 
Simsbury  Airport,  CT 
(lat.  41°55'00’'  N,  long.  72°46'38"  W) 
Sl^lark  Airpark,  CT 
(lat.  41°55'45''  N,  long.  72°34'28"  W) 
Bancroft  Airport,  CT 
(lat.  41°42'00"  N,  long.  72°36'58"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  to  and  including  4,200  feet  MSL 
within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Bradley 
International  Airport;  and  within  2.2  miles 
on  each  side  of  the  Bradley  VORTAC  314° 
radial  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  to  6.4 
miles  northwest  of  the  Bradley  VORTAC,  and 
within  2.2  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Bradley 
VORTAC  218°  radial  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  to  5.0  miles  southwest  of  the 
Bradley  VORTAC;  excluding  that  airspace 
within  a  1-mile  radius  of  Simsbury  Airport, 
and  that  airspace  within  a  1-mile  radius  of 
Skylark  Airpark,  and  that  airspace  within  a 
1-mile  radius  of  Bancroft  Airport. 


ANE  ME  CZ  Augusta,  ME  (Revised] 

Augusta  State  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  44°19'14''  N,  long.  69°47'50"  W) 

Dunns  LOM 

(lat.  44°24'39’'  N,  long.  69°51'39"  W) 
Augusta  VORTAC 
(lat.  44°19'12''  N,  long.  69°47'48"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  witnin  a  4.1-mile  radius  of  Augusta 
State  Airport,  and  within  3.5  miles  on  each 
side  of  the  Aumsta  State  Airport  333° 
bearing  extending  from  the  4.1-mile  radius  to 
10  miles  northwest  of  the  Dunns  LOM,  and 
within  2.5  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Augusta 
State  Airport  156°  bearing  extending  from  the 
4.1-mile  radius  to  7  miles  southeast  of  the 
Augusta  VORTAC 

ANE  ME  CZ  Bangor,  ME  (Revised] 

Bangor  International  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  44°48'27''  N,  long.  58°49'41"  W) 

Bangor  VORTAC 

(lat.  44°50'30"  N,  long.  58°42'26"  W) 

Lucky  Landing  Marina  And  Sea  Plane  Base 
(lat.  44°54'25''  N,  long.  58°48'18"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surfoce  to  and  including  4,200  feet  MSL 
within  a  5-miIe  radius  of  Bangor 
International  Airport,  and  within  1.5  miles 
on  each  side  of  the  Bangor  VORTAC  135° 
radial  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  to  9.4 
miles  southeast  of  the  Bangor  VORTAC,  and 
within  3.1  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Bangor 
VORTAC  318°  radial  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  to  7.2  miles  northwest  of  the 
Bangor  VORTAC  excluding  that  airspace 
within  a  1.5-mile  radius  of  the  Lucky 
Landing  Marina  and  Sea  Plane  Base. 

ANE  ME  CZ  Brunswick,  ME  (Revised] 
Brunswick  NAS,  ME 
(lat.  43°43'32''  N,  long.  59°56'19"  W) 
Brunswick  Navy  TACAN 
(lat.  43°54'09''  N,  long.  69°56'43"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  to  end  including  2,600  feet  MSL 
within  a  4.3-mile  radius  of  Bnmswick  NAS, 
and  within  1.8  miles  on  each  side  of  the 
Brunswick  Navy  TACAN  166°  radial 
extending  from  the  4.3-mile  radius  to  7  miles 
southeast  of  the  Brunswick  Navy  TACAN 
and  within  1.8  miles  on  each  side  of  the 
Brunswick  Navy  TACAN  015°  radial 
extending  from  the  4.3-miIe8  radius  to  8.6 
miles  northeast  of  the  Brunswick  Navy 
TACAN. 

ANE  ME  CZ  Houhon,  ME  (Revised] 

Houlton  International  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  46°07'25''  N,  long.  67°47'32"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  within  a  6.5-mile  radius  of  Houlton 
international  Airport  excluding  the  airspace 
outside  of  the  United  States. 

«  *  *  *  « 

ANE  ME  CZ  Presque,  ble,  ME  (Revised] 
Northern  Maine  Regional  Airport  at  Presque 
Isle,  ME 

(lat.  46°41'20"  N,  long.  68°02'41''  W) 
EXCAL  LOM 

(lat.  46°36'37*  N,  long.  68°01'08''  W) 
Rogers  Airport 

(lat.  46°37'30"  N,  long.  67°56'10"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  within  a  6.8-mile  raoius  of  Northern 


Maine  Regional  Airport  at  Presmie  Isle,  and 
within  2.5  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Northern 
Maine  Regional  Airport  at  Presque  Isle  165° 
bearing  extending  from  the  6.8-mile  radius  to 

8.2  miles  southeast  of  the  EXCAL  LOM; 
excluding  that  airspace  within  a  1-mile 
radius  of  the  Rogers  Airport  This  control 
zone  is  effective  during  the  specific  dates  and 
times  established  in  advance  by  a  Notice  to 
Airmen  (NOTAM).  The  effective  date  and 
time  will  thereafter  be  continuously 
published  in  the  Airport/Facility  Chrectory. 
***** 

ANE  ME  CZ  Bedford,  MA  (Revised] 

Bedford,  Laurence  G.  Hanscom  Field,  MA 
(lat.  42°28'12''  N,  long.  71°17'2(r  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  to  and  including  2,500  feet  MSL 
within  a  5.2-mile  radius  of  Laurence  G. 
Hanscom  Field,  excluding  that  airspace 
within  the  Boston,  MA  Terminal  Control 
Area.  This  control  zone  is  effective  during 
the  specific  dates  and  times  established  in 
advance  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen  (NOTAM). 

The  effective  dates  and  times  will  thereafter 
be  continuously  published  in  the  Airport/ 
Facility  Directory. 

ANE  ME  CZ  Beverly,  MA  (Revised] 

Bevery  Municipal  Airport,  MA 
(lat.  42°35'03"  N,  long.  70°55'01''  W) 
Topsfield  NDB 

(lat.  42°37'10''  N,  long.  70°57'25''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  to  and  including  2,600  feet  MSL 
within  a  4.5-mile  radius  or  Beverly 
Municipal  Airport;  and  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  the  surf^  arithin 

3.2  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Topsfield  NDB 
317°  bearing,  extending  from  the  4.5-miie 
radius  to  7  miles  northwest  of  the  Topsfield 
NDB;  excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Boston,  MA  Terminal  Control  Area,  and  that 
airspace  within  the  Lawrence,  MA  Control 
Zone  during  the  specific  dates  and  times  it 
is  effective.  This  control  zone  is  effective 
during  the  specific  dates  and  times 
established  in  advance  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen 
(NOTAM).  The  effective  dates  and  times  will 
thereafter  be  continuously  published  in  the 
Airport/Facility  Directory. 
***** 

ANE  MA  CZ  Lawrence,  MA  (Revised] 
Lawrence  Municipal  Airport,  MA 
(lat.  42°43'02''  N,  long  71°07'24"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  to  and  including  2,600  feet  MSL 
within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  Lawrence 
Municipal  Airport.  This  control  zone  is 
effective  during  the  specific  dates  and  times 
established  in  advance  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen 
(NOTAM).  The  effective  dates  and  times  will 
thereafter  be  continuously  published  in  the 
Airport/Facility  Directory. 
***** 

ANE  ^  CZ  Norwood.  MA  (Revuod] 
Norwood  Memorial  Airport,  MA 
(lat.  42°11'27''  N,  long.  71°10'23''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  to  and  including  2,600  feet  MSL 
within  a  6-mile  radius  of  the  Norwood 
Memorial  Airport,  excluding  that  airspace  of 


3! 
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the  Boston.  MA  Terminal  Control  Area.  This 
cxmtrol  zone  Is  effective  during  the  specific 
dates  and  times  established  in  advance  by  a 
Notice  to  Airman  (NOTAM).  The  effective 
dates  and  times  will  thereafter  be 
continuously  published  in  the  Airpoct/ 
Facility  Dir^ory. 

•  •  •  •  • 

ANE  MA  CZ  Westfield,  MA  [Revised] 

Westfield,  Barnes  Mimidpal  Airport,  MA 
(lat.  42*09'28''  N,  long.  72"42'56'’  W) 

That  airspace  extending  from  the  surface  to 
an  includiqg  2,800  feet  h&L  within  at  4.3- 
mile  radius  of  Barnes  Municipal  Airport  from 
the  Barnes  Municipal  Airport  341*  bearing 
clockwise  to  the  Barnes  K^nidpal  Airp<Ht 
288*  bearing,  and  within  7.5  mile  radius  from 
the  Barnes  Munidpal  Airport  288*  bearing 
clockwise  to  the  Barnes  Munidpal  Airport 
341*  bearing,  and  within  1.6  miles  on  each 
side  of  the  Barnes  Munidpal  Airport  009* 
bearing  extending  from,  the  4.3-mile  radius 
to  4.9  miles  north  of  the  Baines  Municipal 
Airport,  and  within  2.5  miles  on  each  side  of 
the  Barnes  Munidpal  Airport  175*  bearing 
extending  from  the  4.3-mile  radius  to  5.8 
miles  south  of  the  Barnes  Munidpal  Airport; 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Springfield/Chicopee,  MA  Control  Zone 
during  the  dates  and  times  it  is  effective,  and 
that  airspace  within  the  Windsor  Locks.  CT 
Airport  Radar  Service  Area.  This  control 
zone  is  effective  during  the  spedfic  dates  and 
times  established  in  advance  by  a  Notice  to 
Airmen  (NOTAM).  The  effective  dates  and 
times  will  thereafter  be  published  in  the 
Airport/Fadlity  Diredory. 

•  *  *  *  • 

ANE  NH  CZ  Concord,  NH  (Revised) 

Concord  Municipal  Airport,  NH 

(lat.  43*12'12‘’  N,  long.  71*30'07-»€'  W) 
Concord  VOTAC 

(lat  43*13'11''  N,  long.  71*34'32'' W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  within  a  7.7-mile  radius  of  Concord 
Munidpal  Airport,  and  within  2.4  miles  on 
each  side  of  the  Concord  VORTAC  300* 
radial  extending  from  the  7.7Hnile  radius  to 
7  miles  northwest  of  the  Concord  VORTAC 

ANE  NH  CZ  Lebanon,  NH  (Revised] 

Lebanon  Municipal  Airport.  NH 

(lat.  43*37'35''  N,  long.  72*18'15''  W) 
BURGR  OM 

(lat.  43*43'5r  N.  long.  72*20'00~  W) 
Hanover  NDB 

(lat.  43*42'08''  N,  72*10'39"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surfece  to  and  induding  3,100  feet  MSL 
within  a  6.7-mile  radius  of  Lebanon 
Munidpal  Airport:  and  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  the  surfece  within 
3.3  miles  on  each  side  of  the  BURGR  OM 
352*  bearing  extending  from  the  6.7-mile 
radius  to  8  miles  north  of  the  BURGR  OM, 
and  within  2.4  miles  on  each  side  of  the 
Hanover  NDB  051*  bearing  extending  from 
the  6.7-mile  radius  to  7  miles  northeast  of 
Hanover  NDB. 

AN-E  NH  CZ  Manchester.  NH  (Revised) 
Manchester  Airport,  NH 
(lat.  42*56'00"  N,  long,  71*26'16''  W) 
Manchester  VORTAC 


(lat.  42*52*07*  N.  long.  71*22*10"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surfece  to  and  including  4,300  feet  MSL 
within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  Manchester 
Airport,  and  within  1.1  miles  on  each  side  of 
the  Manchester  VORTAC  325*  radial  ^ 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  to  5.6  miles 
northewest  of  the  Manchester  Airport  This 
control  zone  is  effective  during  the  specific 
dates  and  times  established  in  advance  by  a 
Notice  to  Airmen  (NOTAM).  The  effective 
dates  and  times  will  thereafter  be 
continuously  published  in  the  Airport/ 
Facility  DirectcHy. 

ANE  NH  CZ  Nashua,  NH  [Rsvissd] 

Nashua,  Boire  Field,  NH 
(lat.  42*46*54"  N,  long.  71*30*53"  W) 
CHERNNDB 

(lat  42*49*24"  N,  long.  71*36*08"  W) 
Manchester  VORTAC 
(lat.  42*52*06"  N,  long.  71*22*10"  W) 
Lawrence  VOR/DNffi 
(lat.  42*44*25"  N,  long.  71*05*41"  W) 
Pepperell  Airport 

(lat.  42*41*45"  N,  long.  71*33*03"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  to  and  including  2,700  feet  MSL 
within  a  6-mile  radius  of  ^ire  Field,  and 
that  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surfece  within  1.1  miles  on  each  side  of  the 
Manchester  VORTAC  231*  radial  extending 
from  the  6-mile  radius  to  1.3  miles  southwest 
of  the  Manchester  VORTAC,  and  within  3.7 
miles  on  each  side  of  the  Lawrence  VOR/ 
DME  277*  radial  extending  from  the  6-mile 
radius  to  6.9  miles  east  of  Boire  Field,  and 
within  2.6  miles  on  each  side  of  the  CHERN 
NDB  303*  bearing  extmding  from  the  6-mile 
radius  to  7  miles  northwest  of  the  CHERN 
NDB;  excluding  that  airspace  within  a  2-mile 
radius  of  Pepperell  Airp^,  and  that  airspace 
within  the  Manchester  NH  Airport  Radar 
Service  Area,  and  that  airspace  within  the 
Manchester,  NH  Control  Zone.  This  control 
zone  is  effective  during  the  specific  dates  and 
times  established  in  advance  by  a  Notice  to 
Airmen  (NOTAM).  The  effective  dates  and 
times  will  thereafter  be  continuously 
published  in  the  Airport/Pacility  Directory. 

ANE  NH  CZ  Portsmouth,  NH  (Revised] 
Portsmouth,  Pease  international  Tradeport. 

NH 

(lat.  43*04*40"  N,  long.  70*49*24"  W) 

Eliot,  Littlebrook  Air  Park,  ME 
(lat.  43*08*35"  N,  long.  70*46*20"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surfece  to  and  including  2,600  feet  MSL 
within  a  4.5-mile  radius  of  the  Pease 
International  Tradeport,  excluding  that 
airspace  within  a  1.5-mile  radius  of  the 
Littlebrook  Air  Park. 

ANE  RI  CZ  North  Kingston,  R1  (Revised) 
North  Kingston,  Quonset  State  Airport,  RI 
(lat  41*35*48"  N,  long.  71*24*43"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surfece  to  and  including  2,500  feet  MSL 
within  a  5.3-mile  radius  of  Quonset  State 
Airport;  excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Providence,  RI  Airport  Radar  Service  Area. 
This  control  zone  is  effective  during  the 
specific  dates  and  times  established  in 
advance  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen  (NOTAM). 
The  effective  dates  and  times  will  thereafter 


be  continuously  published  in  the  Airport/ 
Facility  Directory. 

ANE  RI  CZProvideMe.  RI  (Revioed) 
Providence,  Theodore  Francis  Green  State 
Airport,  RI 

fiat.  41*43*30"  N,  long.  71*25*40"  W) 
Providence  VORTAC 
(lat.  41*43*28"  N,  long.  71*25*47"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surface  to  and  including  4,100  feet  MSL 
within  a  5-mile  radius  of  {Evidence, 

Theodore  Francis  Green  State  Airport,  and 
within  3.3  miles  on  each  side  of  the 
Providence  VORTAC  132*  radial  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  to  8.4  miles  southeast 
of  the  Providence  VORTAC,  and  within  3.8 
miles  on  each  side  of  the  Theodore  Francis 
Green  State  Airport  211*  bearing  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  to  15  miles  southwest 
of  the  Theodore  Francis  Green  State  Airport; 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the  North 
Kingston,  RI  Control  Zone  during  the  specific 
dates  and  times  it  is  effective. 

ANE  VT  CZ  Burlington,  VT  [Revised) 
Burlington  International  Airport,  VT 
(lat.  44*28*17"  N,  Itmg.  73*09*10"  W) 
Burlington  VORTAC 
(lat.  44*23*50"  N,  long.  73*10*57"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
surfece  to  and  including  4,400  feet  MSL 
within  a  5-mile  radius  of  the  Burlington 
International  Airport,  and  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  the  surfece  within 
2.4  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Burlington 
VORTAC  201*  radial  extending  from  the  5- 
mile  radius  to  7  miles  southwest  of  the 
Burlington  VORTAC,  and  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  the  surfece  within 
1.8  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Burlington 
International  Airport  302*  bearing  extending 
from  the  5-miIe  radius  to  5.4  miles  northwest 
of  the  Burlington  International  Airport 
excluding  that  airspace  within  a  1-mile 
radius  of  the  Bostwick  Farm  Airport. 

ANE  VT  CZ  Montpelier,  VT  (Revised] 
Barre-Montpelier,  Edward  F.  Knapp  State 
Airport,  VT 

(lat.  44*12*12"  N,  long.  72**33*44"  W) 

Mount  Mansfield,  VT  NDB 
(lat.  44*23*12*  N,  long.  72*41*37"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  the 
s\ufece  within  a  4.1-mile  radius  of  Edward  F. 
Knapp  State  Airport,  and  within  2.8  miles  on 
each  side  of  the  Edward  F.  Knapp  State 
Airport  159*  bearing  extending  from  the  4.1- 
mile  radius  to  13.7  miles  southeast  of  the 
airport,  and  within  1.8-miles  on  each  side  of 
the  Edward  F.  Knapp  State  Alrpcnt  212* 
bearing  extending  from  the  4.1-mile  radius  to 
7.0  miles  southwest  of  the  Edward  F.  Knapp 
State  Airport,  and  within  1  mile  on  eadi  side 
of  the  Mount  Mansfield  NDB  152*  bearing 
extending  from  the  4.1-mile  radius  to  the  6.6 
miles  southeast  of  the  Mount  Mansfield  NDB. 
•  •  *  *  * 

Section  71.161  Transition  Areas 

•  *  •  *  • 

ANE  CT  TA  Bridgq^,  CT  (Rsvised) 

Bridgeport.  Igor  I.  Sikorsky  Memorial 
Airport,  CT 
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(lat.  41*09'48''  N,  long.  73“07'34''  W) 
Stratford,  Sikorsky  Heliport.  CT 
(lat.  41*14'57*  N,  long.  73“05'48"  W) 
Bridgeport  VOR 

(lat.  41"09'39~  N.  long.  73"Or28"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  firom  700 
feet  above  the  srirface  within  a  10-mile  radius 
for  the  Igor  I.  Sikorsky  Memorial  Airport 
from  the  Sikorsky  Airpmrt  245*  bearing 
clockwise  to  the  Sikorsky  Airport  070* 
bearing,  and  within  a  6.5-mile  radius  firom 
the  Sikorsky  Airport  070*  bearing  clockwise 
to  the  Sikorsky  Airport  245*  bearing,  and 
within  4  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Bridgeport 
VOR  041*  radial  extending  firom  the  10-mile 
radius  to  14.8  miles  northeast  of  Bridgeport 
VOR,  and  within  a  8.5-mile  radius  of  the 
Sikorsky  Heliport;  excluding  the  airspace 
within  the  Bridgeport,  CT,  Stratford,  CT,  and 
New  Haven,  CT.  Control  Zones  during  the 
specific  dates  and  times  they  are  elective. 

ANE  CT  TA  Chester,  CT  (Revised] 

Chester  Airport,  CT 
(lat.  41“23'02"  N,  long.  72*30'21"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  firom  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9.3-miIe 
radius  of  Chester  Airport,  and  within  4  miles 
west  and  5.4  miles  east  of  the  Chester  Airport 
339*  bearing  extending  from  the  9.3-mile 
radius  to  17.3  miles  northwest  of  Chester 
Airport;  excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Hartford,  CT  Control  Zone  during  the  specific 
dates  and  times  it  is  elective. 

*  •  •  *  * 

ANE  CT  TA  Danbury,  CT  (Revised] 

Danbury  Municipal  Airport,  CT 
(lat.  41*22'17"  N.  long  73*28'56''  W) 

Carmel  VORTAC 

(lat.  41“16'48"  N,  long.  73"34'53"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  11.5-miie 
radius  of  Danbury  Municipal  Airport  from 
the  Danbury  Airport  320°  bearing  clockwise 
to  the  Danbury  Airport  010*  bearing,  and 
within  a  9-miie  radius  firom  the  Danbury 
Airport  010*  bearing  clockwise  to  the 
Danbury  Airport  320*  bearing,  and  within  3 
miles  on  each  side  of  the  Carmel  VORTAC 
218*  radial  extending  from  the  9-mile  radius 
to  10  miles  southwest  of  the  Carmel 
VORTAC;  excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
White  Plains,  NY,  Control  Zone,  and  that 
airspace  within  the  White  Plains,  NY,  and 
Poughkeepsie,  NY,  Transition  Areas,  and  that 
airspace  within  the  Danbury  Municipal 
Airport,  CT  Control  Zone  during  the  specific 
dates  and  times  it  is  effective. 

ANE  CT  TA  Danielson,  CT  [Revised] 

Danielson  Airport,  CT 
(lat.  41*49'11"  N.  long.  71*54'03"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  firom  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  8.1-miie 
radius  of  Danielson  Airport. 

ANE  CT  TA  Groton,  CT  (Revised] 
Groton-New  London  Airport,  CT 
(lat.  41*1 9'48"  N.  long.  72*02'42"  W) 
Groton  VOR 

(lat.  41*19'49"  N.  long.  72*03'07"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  ^e  surface  within  a  7.5-mile 
radius  of  Groton-New  London  Airport,  and 


within  1.3  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Groton 
VOR  048*  radial  extending  firom  the  7.5-mile 
radius  to  15.6  miles  northeast  of  the 
GROTON  VOR;  excluding  that  airspace 
within  the  Groton,  CT  Control  2ione  during 
the  specific  dates  and  times  it  is  effective, 
and  tnat  airspace  within  the  Westerly,  R1 
Transition  Area. 

ANE  CT  TA  Hartford.  CT  (Revised] 
Hartford-Brainard,  Airport,  CT 
(lat  41*44'10"  N.  long.  72*39W  W) 

East  Hartford,  Rentschler  Airport,  CT 
(lat.  41*45'15''  N.  long.  72*3r28''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  ^e  surface  within  a  11.5-mile 
radius  of  Hartford-Brainard  Airport,  and 
within  a  11. 9-miie  radius  of  the  Rentschler 
Airport;  excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Windsor  Locks,  CT  Airport  Radar  Service 
Area,  and  that  airspace  within  the  Windsor 
Locks,  CT,  and  Chester,  CT,  Transition  Areas, 
and  that  airspace  within  the  Hartford,  CT 
Control  Zone  during  the  specific  dates  and 
times  it  is  effective. 

ANE  CT  TA  Madison,  CT  (Revisedl 
Madison,  Griswold  Airport,  CT 
(lat.  41*16'16"  N,  long.  72*32'59"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  firom  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  8.7-inile 
radius  of  Griswold  Airport  from  the  Griswold 
Airport  260*  bearing  clockwise  to  the 
Griswold  Airport  090*  bearing,  and  within  a 
6.2-mile  radius  from  the  Griswold  Airport 
090*  bearing  clockwise  to  the  260*  bearing; 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the  Chester, 

CT  Transition  Area. 

ANE  CT  TA  Meriden,  CT  (Revised] 

Meriden  Markham  Municipal  Airport,  CT 
(lat.  41*30'31"  N,  long.  72*49'46"  W] 
Madison  VOR/DME 
(lat.  41*18'50"  N,  long.  72*41'32"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  firom  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  10.8-mile 
radius  of  Meriden  Markham  Municipal 
Airport,  and  within  4  miles  on  each  side  of 
the  Madison  VOR/DME  332*  radial  extending 
from  the  10.8-mile  radius  to  0.6  miles 
northwest  of  the  Madison  VOR/DME; 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the  New 
Haven,  CT  Control  Zone  during  the  specific 
dates  and  times  it  is  effective,  and  that 
airspace  within  the  Bridgeport,  CT,  Madison, 
CT,  Chester,  CT,  and  Hartford,  CT,  Transition 
Areas. 

ANE  CT  TA  New  Haven,  CT  [Revised] 

New  Haven,  Tweed-New  Haven  Airport,  CT 
(lat.  41*15'49''  N,  long.  72*53'12''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9-mile  radius 
of  Tweed-New  Haven  Airport;  excluding  that 
airspace  within  the  Bridgeport,  CT,  Meriden, 
CT,  Chester,  CT,  and  Madison,  CT,  Transition 
Areas,  and  that  airspace  within  the  New 
Haven,  CT,  Bridgeport,  CT,  Sikorsky,  CT, 
Control  Zones  during  the  specific  dates  and 
times  they  are  effective. 

ANE  CT-TA  Oxford,  CT  (Revised] 
Waterbury-Oxford  Airport,  CT 
(lat.  41°28'46''  N,  long.  73*08'07"  W) 
Waterbury  NDB 

(lat.  41*31'45''  N,  long.  73*08'38"  W) 


That  airspace  extending  upward  firom  700 
feet  above  die  surface  wi&ln  a  8-miie  radius 
of  Wateibury-Oxford  Airport,  and  within  3.8 
miles  on  ea^  side  of  the  Waterbury  NDB 
354*  bearing  extending  from  the  8-mile 
radius  to  9.4  miles  no^west  of  the 
Waterbury  NDB;  excluding  that  airspace 
within  the  Meriden,  CT,  New  Haven,  CT,  and 
Bridgeport,  CT.  Transition  Areas. 

ANE  CT  TA  Willimanric,  CT  [Revised] 
Willimantic,  Windham  Airport,  CT 
(lat  41*44'38''  N.  long.  72*10'49^  W) 
Norwich  VORTAC 
(lat.  41*33'23''  N.  long.  71*59'58''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  die  surface  within  a  10.5-miIe 
radius  of  Windham  Airport,  and  within  3.7 
miles  on  each  side  of  the  Norwich  VORTAC 
323*  radial  extending  firom  the  10.5-mile 
radius  to  12.9  miles  southeast  of  the 
Windham  Airport,  and  within  3.9  miles 
south  and  5.2  miles  north  of  the  Windham 
Airport  074*  bearing  extending  firom  the  10.5- 
mile  radius  to  15.7  miles  east  of  Windham 
Airport;  excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Danielson,  CT,  and  Hartford,  CT,  Transition 
Areas. 

ANE  CT  TA  Windsor  Locks,  CT  [Revised] 
Windsor  Locks,  Bradley  International 
Airport,  CT 

(lat.  41*56'20"  N,  long.  72*40'59"  W) 
Bradley  VORTAC 

(lat.  41*56'27“  N.  long.  72*41'19"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  wi&in  a  10.9-miie 
radius  of  Bradley  International  Airport,  and 
within  3.1  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Bradley 
Airport  044*  bearing  extending  firom  the  10.9- 
mile  radius  to  11.7  miles  northeast  of  the 
Bradley  Airport;  excluding  that  airspace 
within  the  Hartford,  CT.  Westfield.  MA,  and 
Springfreld/Chicopee,  MA.  Control  Zones, 
during  the  specific  dates  and  times  they  are 
effective,  and  that  airspace  within  the 
Windsor  Locks,  CT  Airport  Radar  Service 
Area. 

ANT  ME  TA  Auburn,  ME  [Revised] 
Auburn/Lewiston  Municipal  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  44*02'54''  N.  long.  70*17'00"  W) 

LEWIE  LOM 

(lat.  43*57'50"  N.  long.  70*20'08"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7.5-mile 
radius  of  Aubum/Lewiston  Municipal 
Airport,  and  within  3.9  miles  on  each  side  of 
the  LEWIE  LOM  203*  bearing  extending  from 
the  7.5-mile  radius  to  8.2  miles  southwest  of 
the  LEWIE  LOM. 

*  •  •  •  • 

ANE  ME  TA  Bangor,  ME  [Revised] 

Bangor  International  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  44*48'27''  N.  long.  68*49'41''  W) 
Bangor  VORTAC 

(lat.  44*50'30"  N.  long.  68*52'26'' W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surfece  within  a  10-miIe  radius 
of  Bangor  International  Airport,  and  that 
airspace  within  6.5  miles  south  and  4  miles 
north  of  the  Bangor  International  Airport 
136*  bearing  extending  from  the  10-mile 
radius  to  16.7  miles  southeast  of  the  Bangor 
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International  Airport,  and  that  airspace 
within  3.7  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Bangor 
VC^n'AC  318”  radial  extending  from  the  10- 
mile  radius  to  8.8  miles  northwest  of  the 
Bangor  VORTAC;  excluding  that  airspace 
within  the  Bangor.  ME  Control  Zone. 

•  •  •  •  • 

ANE  ME  TA  Bdfast,  ME  [Revteed] 

Belfest  Municipal  Airport,  ME 
(laL  44*24'3S''  N,  long.  69^44"  W) 

Belfast  NDB 

(lat.  44*24*40*  N,  long.  69*00*39*'  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.4-mile 
radius  of  Belfast  Municipal  Airport  from  the 
Belfast  Airport  050*  bearing  ckxdcwise  to  the 
Belfast  Airport  180*  bearing,  and  that 
airspace  within  9.4-mile  radius  from  the 
Belfast  Airport  180*  bearing  clockwise  to  the 
Belfost  Airport  050*  bearing,  and  that 
airspace  within  3  miles  on  each  side  of  the 
Belfast  NDB  306*  bearing  extending  from  the 
9.4-mile  radius  to  15.4  miles  northwest  of  the 
Belfast  NDB. 

ANE  ME  TA  Biddeford,  ME  (Revised] 
Biddeford  Municipal  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  43*27*51**  N,  long.  70*28*21'*  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7.8-mile 
radius  of  Biddeford  Municipal  Airport, 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Kennebunkport,  ME  Transition  Area. 

ANE  ME  TA  Brunswick,  ME  (Revised) 
Brunswick  NAS,  ME 
(lat  43*53*32**  N,  long.  69*56*19''  W) 
Brunswick  Navy  TACAN 
(lat  43*54*09*'  N.  long.  69*56*43**  W) 
Wiscasset  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  43*57*40**  N.  long.  69*42'48''  W) 
Wiscasset  NDB 

(lat.  43*58*57**  N.  long.  69*38*25**  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7.8-mile 
'  radius  of  Brunswick  NAS,  and  within  1.8 
miles  on  each  side  of  the  Brunswick  Navy 
TACAN  166*  radial  extending  from  the  7.8- 
mile  radius  to  10.4  miles  south  of  the 
Brunswick  Navy  TACAN,  and  within  a  8.4- 
mile  radius  of  Wiscasset  Airport  and  within 
4  miles  south  and  6  miles  north  of  the  Navy 
Brunswick  TACAN  070*  radial  extending 
from  the  8.4-mile  radius  to  25.5  miles  east  of 
the  Navy  Brunswick  TACAN. 

ANE  ME  TA  Frenchvillc,  ME  (Revieed) 

Frenchville,  Northern  Aroostook  Regional 
Airport,  ME 

(lat.  47*ir08'*  N.  long.  68*18*46"  W) 
Frenchville  NDB 

(lat.  47*16*05"  N.  long.  68*15*24"  W) 

'That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  8.9-mile 
radius  of  Northern  Aroostook  Regional 
Airport,  and  that  airspace  within  4.0  miles  on 
each  side  of  the  Frenchville  NDB  113* 
bearing  extending  from  the  8.9-mile  radius  to 
9.8  miles  southeast  of  Frenchville  NDB; 
excluding  that  airspace  outside  of  the  United 
States. 

ANE  ME  TA  Fiyabmg.  ME  (Revieed) 
Fryebutg,  Eastern  Slopes  Re^onal  Airport. 
ME 


(lat  43*59*26"  N.  long.  70*56*49"  W) 
SebagoNDB 

(lat.  43*54*16"  N.  long.  70*46*56"  W) 

'That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  2.3-mile 
radius  of  Eastern  Slopes  Regional  Airport 
from  the  Eastern  Sloj^s  Airport  126*  bearing 
clockwise  to  the  Eastern  Slopes  Airport  323* 
bearing,  and  that  airspace  within  a  10.3-mile 
radius  of  Eastern  Slopes  Regional  Airport 
from  the  Eastern  Slopes  Airimrt  323*  bearing 
clockwise  to  the  Eastern  Slopes  Regional 
Airport  126*  bearing,  and  that  airspace 
within  2  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Sebago 
NDB  306*  bearing  extending  from  2.3-mile 
radius  to  the  Sebago  NDB. 

ANE  ME  TA  Greenville,  ME  (Revised] 

Greenville  Municipal  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  45*27*45"  N,  long.  69*33*02*'  W) 

Squaw  NDB 

(lat.  45*31*18"  N,  long.  69*40*28"  W) 

*11181  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9.4-mile 
radius  of  Greenville  Municipal  Airport  from 
the  Greenville  Airport  345*  bearing  clockwise 
to  the  Greenville  Airport  315*  bearing,  and 
within  a  11.5-mile  radius  of  Greenville 
Municipal  Airport  from  the  Greenville 
Airport  315*  bearing  clockwise  to  the 
Greenville ^irport  345*  bearing,  and  within 
3  miles  oh  each  side  of  the  Squaw  NDB  305* 
bearing  extending  from  the  9.4-mile  radius  to 
9.7  miles  northwest  of  the  Squaw  NDB. 

ANE  ME  TA  Houlton,  ME  (Revised] 

Moulton  International  Airport.  ME 
(lat.  46*07*25"  N.  long.  67*4r3r  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9-mile  radius 
of  Houlton  International  Airport  excluding 
that  airspace  outside  of  the  United  States. 

*  •  •  •  • 

ANE  ME  TA  Lincoln,  ME  (Revised) 

Lincoln  Refponal  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  45*21 '44"  N.  long.  68*32*05"  W) 
Lincoln  NDB 

(lat.  45*21*23"  W.  long.  68*32*13"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  bom  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  10.3-mile 
radius  of  Lincoln  Regional  Airport,  and 
within  4  miles  west  and  8  miles  east  of  the 
Lincoln  NDB  342*  bearing  extending  from 
10.3-mile  radius  to  16  miles  northwest  of  the 
Lincoln  NDB. 

ANE  META  Machias,  ME  (Revised] 

Machias  Valley  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  44*42*11"  N.  long.  67*28*41"  W) 
Machias  NDB 

(lat.  44*42*16"  N.  long.  67*28*42"  W) 

*11181  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surfac  ewithin  a  8.3-mile 
radius  of  Machias  Valley  Airport. 

*  *  •  •  • 

ANE  ME  TA  Millinocket,  ME  (Revised] 
Millinocket  Muncipal  AirpcNl.  ME 
(lat.  45*38*52"  N,  long.  68*41*08"  W) 

*11181  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surbce  within  a  9.5-mile 
radius  of  Millinocket  Municipal  Airport 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the  Lincoln. 
ME  Transition  Area. 


ANE  ME  TA  Norrldgewock,  ME  (Revised) 
Norridgewock,  Central  Maine  Airport  of 
Norridgewock,  ME 
(lat.  44*42*56"  N,  long.  69*51*59"  W) 
Augusta  VORTAC 
(lat.  44*19*12"  N,  long.  69*47*47"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  8urfrK»  within  a  12.5-mile'‘ 
radius  of  Central  Maine  Airport  from  the 
Central  Maine  Airport  190*  maring  clockwise 
to  the  Central  Maine  Airport  340*  bearing, 
and  within  a  10-mile  radius  of  the  Central 
Maine  Airport  from  the  Central  Maine 
AirpcHt  340*  bearing  clockwise  to  the  Central 
Maine  Airport  190*  bearing,  and  within  4 
miles  west  and  5  miles  east  of  the  Augusta 
VORTAC  353*  radial  extending  from  ^e  10- 
mile  radius  to  the  Augusta  VORTAC; 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the  Augusta, 
ME  Transition  Area. 

ANE  ME  TA  Old  Town,  ME  (Revised) 

Old  Town,  Dewitt  Field,  Old  Town 
Municipal  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  44*5ri0"  N,  long.  68*40*25"  W) 

Bangor  VORTAC 

(lat.  44*50*30"  N,  long.  68*52*26"  W) 

Old  Town  NDB 

(lat.  45*00*24"  N,  long.  68*38*00"  W) 

'  That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  ^e  surface  within  a  7-mile  radius 
of  Dewitt  Field,  Old  Town  Municipal 
Airport,  and  within  2.8  miles  on  e^  side  of 
the  Old  Town  NDB  029*  bearing  extending 
from  the  7-mile  radius  to  9  miles  northeast 
of  the  Old  To%vn  NDB,  and  within  4  miles  on 
each  side  of  the  Bangor  VORTAC  050*  radial 
extending  from  the  7-mile  radius  to  25  miles 
northeast  of  the  Bangor  VORTAC;  excluding 
that  airspace  within  the  Bangor,  MB  Airport 
Radar  S^ice  Area,  and  that  airspace  within 
the  Bangor,  ME  Transition  Area. 

ANE  ME  TA  Pittsfield,  ME  (Revieed] 

Pittsfield  Municipal  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  44*46*06*'^’N,  long.  69*22*28"  W) 
Burnham  NDB 

(lat.  44*41*50"  N,  long.  69*21*28"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  ^e  surface  within  a  7.5-mile 
radius  of  Pittsfield  Municipal  Airport,  and 
within  2.9  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Burnham 
NDB  170”  bearing  extending  from  the  7.5- 
mile  radius  to  9.2  miles  south  of  the  NDB; 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the  Belfast. 
ME  Transition  Area. 

ANE  ME  TA  Portland,  ME  (Revised) 

Portland  International  Jetport,  ME 
(lat.  43*38*46"  N,  long.  7018*31"  W] 
ORHAMLOM 

(lat.  43*39*09"  N,  long.  70*26*28"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  8.7-mile 
radius  of  the  Portland  International  fetport, 
and  within  3  miles  on  each  side  of  the 
ORH  AM  LOM  275*  bearing  extending  from 
the  8.7-mile  radius  to  10  miles  west  ^  the 
ORHAM  LOM;  excluding  that  airspace 
within  the  Portland,  ME  Airport  Radar 
Service  Area,  and  that  airsp^  within  the 
Biddeford,  ME  Transition  Area. 

ANE  ME  TA  Presque  Isle,  ME  (Revised) 
Northern  Maine  Regional  Airport  at  Presque 
kle.  ME 
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(lat  46®41'20"  N.  long.  68*02'41''  W) 

Presque  Isle  VORTAC 
(lat.  46''46'2r  N.  long.  68“05’4(r  W) 
EXCALLOM 

(lat.  46'’36'3r  N.  long.  68®01'08''  W) 

Caribou  Municipal  Airport.  ME 
(lat.  46*S2'ir’  N.  long.  68“01'04''  W) 

Loring  Air  Force  Base 
(lat.  46"5r01''  N,  long.  6r53'08"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  Uie  sur&ce  within  an  11-mile 
radius  of  Northern  Maine  Regional  Airport  at 
Presque  Isle,  and  within  3  miles  on  eadi  side 
of  the  EXCAL  LOM 165*  bearing  extending 
from  the  11-mile  radius  to  9.2  miles  south  of 
the  EXCAL  LOM,  and  within  4  miles  east  and 
8  miles  west  of  t^  Presque  Isle  VORTAC 
340*  radial  extending  from  the  11 -mile  radius 
to  16  miles  northwest  of  the  VORTAC,  and 
within  a  8.S-mile  radius  of  Caribou 
Municipal  Airport,  and  within  an  8.5-mile 
radius  of  Loring  Air  Force  Base;  excluding 
that  airspace  outside  of  the  United  States, 
and  that  airspace  within  the  Limestone,  ME, 
Control  Zone. 

ANE  ME  TA  Princeton,  ME  (Revkad] 

Princeton  Municipal  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  45*1 2'02''  N,  long.  67*33'52''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  wi^in  a  10-mile  radius 
of  Princeton  Municipal  Airport,  excluding 
that  airspace  outside  the  United  States. 

ANE  ME  TA  Rangeley,  ME 

Rangely  Municipal  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  44*59'30''  N,  long.  70*39'49"  W) 
Rangeley  NOB 

(lat.  44*56'04''  N,  long.  70*45'04''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  wi&in  a  6.3-mile 
radius  of  Rangeley  Municipal  Airport,  and 
within  4  miles  southeast  and  8  miles 
northwest  of  the  Rangeley  NOB  227*  bearing 
extending  from  Rangeley  NOB  to  16  miles 
southwest  of  NOB;  excluding  that  airspace 
within  the  Berlin,  NH,  Transition  Area. 

ANE  ME  TA  Rockland,  ME  (Revised] 
Rockland,  Knox  County  Regional  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  44*03'37''  N,  long.  69*05*59^  W] 
Sprucehead  NOB 

(laL  43*59'52''  N,  long.  69*0^"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surfrice  within  a  8.4-mile 
radius  of  Knox  County  Regional  Airport,  and 
within  4  miles  east  and  5.5  miles  west  of  the 
Sprucehead  NDB  194*  bearing  extending 
from  the  8.4-mile  radius  to  10  miles  sou^  of 
Sprucehead  NDB. 

ANE  ME  TA  Sanford,  ME  [Revised) 

Sanford  Municipal,  ME 
(lat.  43*23'38''  N,  long.  70*42'29"  W) 
Kennebunk  VORTAC 
(lat.  43*25'33"  N,  long.  70*36'49"  W) 
SANFDLOM 

(lat.  43*20'04''  N,  long.  70*50'04"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  tro  surface  wi&in  10.7  miles  of 
Sanford  Municipal  Airport  from  the  Sanford 
Airport  253*  be^ng  clockwise  to  the  Sanford 
Airport  073*  bearing,  and  within  6.7  miles  of 
the  Sanford  Municipal  Airport  from  the 
Sanford  Airport  073*  bearing  cfockwise  to  the 
Sanford  Airport  253*  bearing,  and  within  4 


miles  north  and  5  miles  south  of  the  SANFD 
LOM  238*  bearing  extending  from  the  6.7- 
mile  radius  to  10  miles  soufowest  of  the 
SANFD  LOM,  and  within  4  miles  north  and 
5  miles  south  of  the  Kennebunk  VORTAC 
064*  radial  extending  from  6.7-mile  radius  to 
9  miles  northeast  of  the  Kermebunk 
VORTAC;  excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Portsmouth,  ME,  Kennebunkport,  ME.  and 
Biddeford,  ME,  Transition  Areas. 

ANE  ME  TA  Watarvills.  ME  [Revised] 
Waterville  Robert  LaFleur  Airport,  ME 
(lat.  44*32'00"  N.  long.  69*40'32^  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  die  surfece  within  a  7.5-mile 
radius  of  Waterville  Robert  LaFleur  Airport; 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Noiridgewock,  ME,  and  Augusta,  ME, 
Transition  Areas. 

ANE  ME  TA  Boston,  MA  [Revised] 

Boston,  General  Edward  Lawrence  Logan 
International  Airport 
(lat.  42*21'51''  N,  long.  71*00'18''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  Ae  surface  within  that  area 
bounded  by  a  line  begiiming  at  lat  42*30*00" 
N.  long.  70“47'58'*  W  and  running  to  lat. 
42*43*00''  N.  long.  70*39*28"  W,  then  to  lat. 
42*55*00**  N.  long.  70“5r58**  W.  then  to  lat. 
42*56*00"  N,  long.  71*15*28"  W.  then  to  lat. 
42*42*00"  N.  long.  71*17*58"  W,  then  to  lat. 
42*32*00"  N,  long,  71*40*58"  W.  then  to  lat 
42*21*00"  N.  long.  71*41*58"  W,  then  to  lat 
42*20*00"  N.  long.  71*24*28"  W.  then  to  lat. 
42*05*00"  N.  long.  71*22*30"  W.  then  to  lat. 
42*04*00"  N.  long.  71*11*58"  W,  then  fo  lat. 
41*56*00"  N.  long.  71*06*58"  W,  then  to  lat. 
41*59*00"  N,  long.  70*56*28"  W,  then  to  lat. 
42*12*00"  N,  long.  70*36*28"  W,  then  to  the 
point  of  beginning;  excluding  that  airspace 
within  the  Boston,  MA  Terminal  Control 
Area,  and  that  airspace  within  the  South 
Wymouth.  MA,  Norwood,  MA,  Bedford,  MA. 
Beverly,  MA,  Lawrence,  MA,  Control  Zones, 
during  the  specific  dates  and  times  they  are 
effective. 

ANE  MA  TA  Fell  River,  MA  [Revised) 

Fall  River  Municipal,  MA 
(lat.  41*45*18"  N,  long.  71*06*36"  W) 

Fall  River  NDB  (FLR) 

(lat.  41*45*20"  N,  long.  71*06*44"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  die  surface  within  a  7.4-mile 
radius  of  Fall  River  Municipal  Airport; 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the  New 
Bedford,  MA  Control  Zone  during  the  dates 
and  times  it  is  effective,  and  that  airspace 
within  the  New  Bedford,  MA,  Providence,  Rl. 
and  North  Kingstown,  RI,  Transition  Areas. 

ANE  MA  TA  Falmouth,  MA  [Revised] 
Falmouth.  Otis  ANGB,  MA 

(lat.  41*39*40"  N.  long.  70*31*17"  W) 
Barnstable  Municipal  Airport-Boardman/ 
Polando  Field 

(lat.  41*40*09"  N,  long.  70*16*49"  W) 
Chatham  Municipal  Airport 
(lat.  41*41*18"  N,  long.  69*59*22"  W) 
Martha’s  Vineyard  Municipal  Airport 
(lat.  41*23*335"  N,  long.  70*36*52"  W) 
Martha’s  Vineyard  VOR/DME 
(lat.  41*23*46"  N,  long.  70*36*46"  W) 
BOGEY  LOM 


(lat.  41*42*58"W,  long.  70*12*11"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  frtnn  700 
feet  above  the  surface  wifoin  a  12.2-mile 
radiiu  of  Otis  ANGB,  and  within  a  6.7-mile 
radius  of  Barnstable  Municipal  Airport,  and 
within  3  miles  on  each  side  of  the  BOGEY 
LOM  050*  bearing  extending  from  the  6.7- 
miles  radius  to  10  miles  no^east  of  the 
BOGEY  LOM.  and  within  a  6.3-miles  radius 
of  the  Chatham  Municipal  Airport,  and 
within  a  6.5-mile  radius  of  Martha’s  Vinejrard 
Municipal  Airport,  and  within  5.1  miles  on 
each  side  of  the  052*  radial  of  the  Martha’s 
Vineyard  VOR/DME  extending  from  the  6.5- 
mile  radius  to  14  miles  ncHtheast  of  Martha’s 
Vineyard  VOR/DME;  excluding  that  airspace 
within  the  Hyannis,  MA.  and  Martha’s 
Vineyard,  MA.  Control  Zones  during  the 
specific  dates  and  times  they  are  effective, 
and  that  airspace  within  the  Falmouth,  MA 
Control  Zone. 

ANE  MA  TA  Fitchburg,  MA  [Removed] 

ANE  MA  TA  Fort  Devens,  MA  [Revised] 

Fort  Devens,  Moore  AAF,  MA 
(lat.  42*34*12"  N.  long.  71*36*10"  W) 
Dickinson  NDB 

(lat.  42*38*46"  N.  long.  71*43*37"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  tne  surface  within  a  7.6-mile 
radius  of  Fort  Devens,  Moore  AAF.  and 
within  3  miles  on  each  side  of  310*  bearing 
from  the  Dickinson  NDB  extending  from  the 
7.6-miIe  radius  to  10  miles  northwest  of  the 
Dickinson  NDB;  excluding  that  airspace 
within  the  Keene,  NH,  Nashua,  NH. 
Manchester.  NH,  and  Boston,  MA,  'Transition 
Areas. 

ANE  MA  TA  Great  Barrington,  MA  [Revised] 
Great  Barrington  Airport,  MA 
(lat.  42*11*03"  N.  long.  73*24*11"  W) 

'That  airspace  extendi^  upward  from  700 
feet  above  me  surface  within  a  12.8-mile 
radius  of  Great  Barrington  Airport  excluding 
that  airspace  within  the  Hudson,  NY 
Transition  Area. 

ANE  MA  TA  Hopedale,  MA  [Revised] 

Hopedale  Industrial  Park  Airport,  MA 
(lat.  42*06*23"  N,  long.  71*30*36"  W) 
Putnam  VOR/DME 
(lat.  41*5r20"  N,  long.  71*50*39"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  me  surfece  wifoin  a  7.3-mile 
radius  of  Hopedale  Industrial  Park  Airport, 
and  within  4  miles  on  each  side  of  the 
Putnam  VOR/DME  059*  radial  extending 
from  the  7.3-miles  radius  to  the  Putnam 
VOR/DME;  excluding  that  airspace  within 
the  Boston,  MA,  Danielson,  CT.  Pawtucket, 
Rl,  Providence,  Rl,  and  North  Kingstown,  RI, 
Transition  Areas. 

ANE  MA  TA  Mansfield,  MA  [Revised] 

Mansfield  Municipal  Airport,  MA 
(lat.  42*00*00"  N.  long.  71*11*48"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  foe  surfece  within  a  8.3-mile 
radius  of  Mansfield  Municipal  Airport; 
excluding  that  airspace  within  Norwood,  MA 
Control  Zone  during  foe  specific  dates  and 
times  it  is  effective,  and  that  airspace  within 
the  Boston,  MA,  Hopedale,  MA,  Fall  River. 
MA,  North  Kingstown,  RI,  Providence.  RI. 
and  Pawtucket,  Rl,  Transition  Areas. 
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ANE  MA  TA  Manhfisld,  MA  [Reviled] 
Marshfield  Airport,  MA 
(lat.  42*05'53''  N.  long.  70*40'2(r  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surfece  wi&in  a  6.4-mile 
radius  of  Marshfield  Airport,  excluding  that 
airspace  within  the  Boston,  MA  Transition 
Area. 

«  •  •  •  * 

ANE  MA  TA  Northampton,  MA  [Revised] 
Northampton  Airport,  MA 
(lat.  42'*19'41''  N,  long.  72*36'41''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surfece  wimin  a  13.3-mile 
radius  of  Northampton  Airport;  excluding 
that  airspace  within  the  Springfield/ 

Chicopee,  MA,  and  Westfield,  MA,  Control 
Zones  during  the  specific  dates  and  times  it 
is  efiective,  and  that  airspace  within  the 
Springfield/Chicopee,  MA,  Keene,  NH,  and 
Windsor  Locks,  CT,  Transition  Areas. 

ANE  MA  TA  Palmer,  MA  [Revised] 

Palmer,  Metropolitan  Airport,  MA 
(lat.  42*13'24"  N,  long.  72*18'41"  W) 

Palmer  NDB 

(lat.  42“13'26"  N,  long.  72'>18'45''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surfece  wi^in  a  6.3-mile 
radius  of  Metropolitan  Airport,  and  within 
3.9  miles  on  ea^  side  of  the  Palmer  NDB 
201°  bearing  extending  from  the  6.3-mile 
radius  to  13.3  miles  southwest  of  the  Palmer 
NDB;  excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Springfield/Chicopee,  MA  Control  Zone 
during  the  specific  dates  and  times  it  is 
effective,  and  that  airspace  within  the 
Springfield/Chicopee,  MA,  Northampton, 

MA  and  Windsor  Locks,  CT,  Transition 
Areas. 

ANE  MA  TA  Pittsfield,  MA  [Revised] 
Pittsfield  Municipal  Airport,  MA 
(lat.  42'’25'36"  N,  long.  73°17'34''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  4-mile  radius 
of  Pittsfield  Municipal  Airport,  and  within  4 
miles  on  each  side  of  the  Pittsfield  Municipal 
Airport  065°  bearing  extending  from  the  4- 
mile  radius  to  16.2  miles  northeast  of  the 
Pittsfield  Municip>al  Airport;  excluding  that 
airspace  within  the  Great  Barrington,  MA 
Transition  Area. 

•  •  *  •  * 

! 

ANE  MA  TA  Provincetown,  MA  [Revised] 
Provincetown  Municipal  Airport,  MA 
Racepoint  NDB 

I  That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.3-mile 
radius  of  Provincetown  Municipal  Airpmrt, 
and  within  8  miles  north  and  4  miles  south 
of  the  Racepoint  NDB  051°  bearing  extending 
from  the  Racepoint  NDB  to  16  miles 
northeast  of  the  Racepoint  NDB,  and  within 
8  miles  north  and  4  miles  south  of  the 
Racepoint  NDB  257°  bearing  extending  from 
j  the  Racepoint  NDB  TO  16  miles  southwest  of 
'  the  Racepoint  NDB;  excluding  that  airspace 
!  within  the  Marshfield,  MA,  and  Boston,  MA, 

I  transition  areas. 

ANE  MA  TA  Southbridge,  MA  [Revised] 

^  Southbridge  Municipal  Airport,  MA 


Oat.  42°06'03''  N,  long.  72°02'18''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surfece  within  a  7.8-mile 
radius  of  Southbridge  Municipal  Airport, 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the  Worcester, 
MA  Transition  Area. 

ANE  MA  TA  Springfield/Chicopee,  MA 
[Revised] 

Springfield/Chicopee,  Westover  AFB,  MA 
(lat.  4211'52''  N,  long.  72°31'48''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surfece  wimin  a  7.4-mile 
radius  of  Westover  AFB;  excluding  that 
airspace  within  the  Westfield,  MA  Transition 
Area,  and  that  airspace  within  the 
Springfield/Chicopee,  MA,  and  Westfield, 

MA,  Control  Zones  during  the  specific  dates 
and  times  they  are  effective. 

ANE  MA  TA  Taunton,  MA  [Revised] 

Taunton  Mimicipal  Airport,  MA 
(lat.  41°52'28"  N,  long.  71°01'01"  W) 
Taunton,  NDB 

(lat.  41°52'35''  N,  long.  71°01'01"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7.3-mile 
radius  of  Taunton  Municipal  Airport; 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the  Boston, 
MA,  Fall  River,  MA,  New  Bedford,  MA,  and 
Mansfield,  MA,  Transition  Areas. 

ANE  MA  TA  Westfield,  MA  [Revised] 
Westfield,  Barnes  Municipal  Airport,  MA 
(lat.  42°09'28"  N,  long.  72°42'56"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  12.8-mile 
radius  of  Barnes  Municipal  Airport; 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the  Windsor 
Locks,  CT  Airport  Radar  Service  Area,  and 
that  airspace  within  the  Northampton,  MA, 
Palmer,  MA,  and  Windsor  Locks,  CT, 
Transition  Areas,  and  that  airspace  within 
the  Springfield,  MA,  and  Westfield,  MA, 
Control  Zones  during  the  specific  dates  and 
times  they  are  effective. 
***** 

ANB  NH  TA  Berlin,  NH  [Revised] 

Berlin  Municipal  Airport,  NH 
(lat.  44°35'30"  N,  long.  71°10'32"  W) 

Berlin  VOR/DME 

(lat.  44°38'00"  N,  long.  71°11'10"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8.2-miie 
radius  of  Berlin  Municipal  Airport,  and 
within  4  miles  west  and  8  miles  east  of  the 
Berlin  VOR/DME  355°  radial  extending  from 
the  8.2-mile  radius  to  16  miles  north  of  the 
Berlin  VORAJME. 

***** 

ANE  NH  TA  Concord,  NH  [Revised] 

Concord  Municipal  Airport,  NH 
(lat.  43°12'12"  N,  long.  71°30'07"  W) 
EPSOM  NDB 

(lat.  43°07'07"  N,  long.  71°27'09"  W) 
Concord  VORTAC 
(lat.  43°13'11"  N,  long.  71°34'31"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  12-mile  radius 
of  Concord  Municipal  Airport,  and  within  4 
miles  on  each  side  of  the  ^SOM  NDB  156° 
bearing  extending  from  the  12-mile  radius  to 
9.6  miles  south  of  the  EPSOM  NDB,  and 


within  8  miles  south  and  15  miles  north  of 
the  Concord  VORTAC  300*  radial  extending 
from  the  12-mile  radius  to  20  miles 
northwest  of  the  Concord  VORTAC; 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Manchester,  NH  Airport  Radar  Service  Area. 

ANE  NH  TA  Kaoie.  NH  [Revised] 

Keene,  Dillant  Hopkins  Airport,  NH 
(lat.  42°S3'53*N,  long.  72°16'14'' W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  that  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  lat.  43°01'00" 
N,  long.  72°13'00*  W,  and  running  to  lat 
42*53'00"  N,  long.  71°55'00"  W,  then  to  lat 
42°38'00"  N,  long,  71°41'00"  W,  then  to  lat 
42°26'00"  N,  long.  71°42'00"  W,  then  to  lat 
42°26'00''  N,  long.  71°53'00"  W,  then  to  lat 
42°24'00"  N,  long.  72°00'00"  W,  then  to  lat 
42°28'00''  N,  long.  72°15'00"  W,  then  to  lat 
42°28'00"  N,  long.  72°40'00"  W,  then  to  lat. 
42°39'00"  N,  long.  72°48'00"  W,  then  to  lat. 
42°46'00"  N,  long.  72°43'00"  W,  then  to  lat 
42°52'00"  N,  long.  72°28'00"  W,  then  to  lat 
43°05'00"  N,  long.  72°34'30"  W,  then  to  lat. 
43°10'00"  N,  long.  72°19'00"  W,  then  to  the 
point  of  beginning 

ANE  NH  TA  Laconia,  NH  [Revised] 

Laconia  Municipal  Airport,  NH 
(lat.  43°34'22"  N,  long.  71°25'08"  W) 
Belknap  NDB 

(lat  43°32'12''N,  long.  71°32'13"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  tbe  surface  wi^ln  a  2.8-mile 
radius  of  the  Laconia  Municipal  Airport,  and 
within  2.8  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Bellmap 
NDB  249°  bearing  extending  from  the  2.8- 
mile  radius  to  8.8  miles  southwest  of  the 
Belknap  NDB,  and  within  2.8  miles  on  each  ^ 
side  of  the  Laconia  Municipal  Airport  041° 
bearing  extending  from  the  2.8-mile  radius  to 
6.5  miles  northeast  of  the  Laconia  Municipal 
Airport. 

***** 

ANE  NH  TA  Manchester,  NH  [Revised] 

Manchester  Airport,  NH 
(lat.  42°56'00"  N,  long.  71°26'16"  W) 
Manchester  VORTAC 
(lat.  42°52'06"  N,  long.  71°22'10"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  23-mile  radius 
of  the  Manchester  Airport;  excluding  that 
airspace  within  the  Manchester,  NH  Airport 
Radar  Service  Area,  and  that  airspace  within 
the  Nashau,  NH,  and  Lawrence,  MA,  Control 
2k>nes  during  the  specific  dates  and  times 
they  are  effective,  and  that  airspace  within 
the  Boston,  MA,  and  Keene,  NH,  Concord, 
NH,  Portsmouth,  NH,  Nashua,  NH, 
Newburyport,  MA,  Transition  Areas. 

ANE  NH  TA  Nashua,  NH  [Revised] 

Nashua,  Boire  Field,  NH  * 

(lat.  42°46'54"  N,  long.  71°30'53"  W) 
CHERN  NDB 

(lat.  42°49'24''  N,  long.  71°36'08"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surfece  within  a  7-mile  radius 
of  Boire  Field,  and  within  that  area  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  lat.  42°53'22"  N,  long. 
71°31'52"  W  and  running  to  lat.  43°02'25"  N, 
long.  71°13'28"  W,  then  to  lat.  42°55'15''  N, 
long.  71°06'58''  W,  then  to  lat.  42°38'30"  N, 
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long.  71"21'48''  W.  then  to  laL  42*40'48'’  N. 
long.  71°27'5(y'  W.  and  within  4  miles  on 
each  side  of  the  CHERN  NDB  303*  bearing 
extending  from  the  7-mile  radius  to  10  miles 
northwest  of  the  CHERN  NDB;  excluding  that 
airspace  within  the  Nashua,  NH  Control  Zone 
during  the  specific  dates  and  times  it  is 
effective,  and  that  airspace  within  the 
Portsmouth,  NH,  Fort  Devens,  MA,  and 
Boston,  MA,  Transition  Areas,  and  that 
airspace  within  the  Manchester,  NH  Airport 
Radar  Service  Area. 

***** 

ANE  NH  TA  Portsmonth,  NH  (Revised] 

Portsmouth,  Pease  International  Tradeport, 
NH 

(lat.  43“04'40*  N,  long.  70®49'24''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  that  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  lat.  43‘’25'00" 
N.  long.  71°13'00"  W  and  running  to  lat 
43°2r00"  N,  long.  70°56'00"  W,  then  to  lat. 
43*25'00"  N,  long.  70*48'00"  W,  then  to  lat. 
43“14'00"  N,  long.  70*36'00"  W,  then  to  lat 
43*00'00"  N,  long.  70“36'00''  W,  then  to  lat. 
42*54'00''  N,  long.  70®52'00"  W).  then  to  lat. 
4r49'00"  N,  long.  71*09'00"  W,  then  to  lat. 
42‘‘53'00'’  N.  long.  71*12'00"  W.then  to  lat. 
43?03'00"  N.  long,  71*05'00"  W),  then  to  the 
point  of  beginning;  excluding  that  airspace 
within  the  Portsmouth,  NH  Control  Zone, 
and  that  airspace  within  the  Newburyport. 
MA,  and  Boston,  MA,  Transition  Areas. 

ANE  NH  TA  Whit^eld.  NH  (Revised) 
Whitefleld,  Mt  Washington  Regional  Airport. 
NH 

(lat.  44‘‘22'03"  N.  long.  71*32'40"  W) 

Mahn  NDB 

(laL  44“21'44''  N,  long.  71*41'10"  W) 

That  airspace  extended  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  2.9-mile 
radius  of  Mt.  Washington  Regional  Airport, 
and  within  2.9  miles  on  each  side  of  the 
MAHN  NDB  267*  bearing  extending  from  2.9- 
mile  radius  to  9.S  miles  east  of  the  MAHN 
NDB;  excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Lyndonville,  VT  Transition  Area. 

ANE  RI  TA  Block  Island,  RI  (Revised) 

Block  Island  State  Airport,  RI 
(lat.  41*10'05''  N,  long.  71*34'40"  W) 

Sandy  Point  VOR/DME 
(lat.  41*10'03''  N,  long.  71"34'34''  W) 

Block  Island  NDB 

(lat  41“09'59"  N,  long.  71“34'4r'  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  ^e  surface  within  a  6.3-mile 
radius  of  Block  Island  State  Airport,  and 
within  4  miles  north  to  8  miles  south  of  the 
Block  Island  NDB  271*  bearing  extending 
from  the  6.3-raile  radius  to  16  miles  west  of 
the  Block  Island  NDB,  and  within  4  miles 
south  to  8  miles  north  of  the  Sandy  Point 
VOR/DME  080*  radial  extending  from  the 
6.3-mile  radius  to  16  miles  east  of  the  Sandy 
Point  VOR/DME. 

ANE  RI  TA  Newport.  RI  (Revised) 

Newport  State,  RI 

(lat.  41*31'56''  N,  long.  71*16*53''  W) 
Prwidence  VORTAC 
(lat.  41*43'28'*  N,  long.  71*25*47"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.3-mile 


radius  of  Newport  State  Airport,  and  within 
2.2  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Providence 
VORTAC  150*  radial  extending  from  the  6.3- 
mile  radius  to  5.6  miles  southeast  of  the 
Providence  VORTAC,  and  within  4  miles 
northwest  to  6  miles  southeast  of  Newport 
State  Airport  025*  bearing  extending  from  the 
6.3-mile  radius  to  16.2  miles  northeast  of  the 
Newport  State  Airport;  excluding  that 
airspace  within  the  North  Kingstown,  RI,  and 
New  Bedford,  MA,  Control  Zones  during  the 
specific  dates  and  times  they  are  effective, 
and  that  airspace  within  the  Providence,  RI 
Control  Zone,  and  that  airspace  within  the 
New  Bedford,  MA,  and  Fall  River,  MA. 
Transition  Areas. 

ANE  RI  TA  North  Kingstown.  RI  (Revised] 

North  Kingstown,  Quonset  State  Airport.  RI 
(lat.  41*35*48"  N,  long.  71*24*43"  W) 
Providence  VORTAC 
(lat.  41*43*28"  N.  long.  71*25*47"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  sur&ce  within  a  9.3-mile 
radius  of  Quonset  State  Airport,  and  within 
6.5  miles  east  to  4.5  miles  west  of  the 
Quonset  State  Airport  145*  bearing  extending 
from  the  9.3-mile  radius  to  16.3  miles 
southeast  of  the  Quonset  State  Airport,  and 
within  5  miles  east  to  8  miles  west  of  the 
Providence  VORTAC  355*  radial  extending 
from  the  9.3-mile  radius  to  14.5  miles  north 
of  the  Providence  VORTAC;  excluding  that 
airspace  within  the  North  Kingstown.  RI 
Control  Zone  during  the  dates  and  times  it 
is  effective,  and  that  airspace  within  the 
Providence,  RI  Airport  Radar  Service  Area, 
and  that  airspace  within  the  Newport.  RI,  and 
New  Bedford,  MA,  Transition  Areas. 

ANE  RI  TA  Pavducket,  RI  (Revised) 
Pawtucket,  North  Central  State,  RI 
(lat.  41*55*14"  N.  long.  71*29*29"  W) 
Providence  VORTAC 
(lat.  41*43*28"  N.  long.  71*25*47"  W) 
Putnam  VOR/DME 
(lat.  41*57*20"  N,  long.  71*50*39"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6.6-mile 
radius  of  North  Central  State  Airport,  and 
within  2  miles  on  each  side  of  the  North 
Central  State  Airport  032*  bearing  extending 
from  the  6.6-mile  radius  to  13.4  miles 
northeast  of  the  North  Central  State  Airport, 
and  within  4.5  miles  east  and  6.5  miles  west 
of  the  North  Central  State  Airport  212* 
bearing  extending  from  6.6-miie  radius  to  16 
miles  southwest  of  the  North  Central  State 
Airport,  and  within  3.6  miles  on  each  side  of 
the  Putnam  VOR/DME  097*  radial  extending 
firom  the  6.6-mile  radius  to  6.8  miles  east  of 
the  Putnam  VOR/DME.  and  within  3.8  miles 
on  each  side  of  the  Providence  VORTAC  347° 
radial  extending  from  the  6.6-miie  radius  to 
0.8  miles  north  of  the  Providence  VORTAC; 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Providence,  RI  Airport  Radar  Service  Area, 
and  that  airspace  within  the  North 
Kingstown,  RI,  Danielson,  CT.  and  Boston, 
MA  Transition  Areas. 

ANE  RI  TA  Providence,  RI  (Revised) 
Providence,  Theodore  Francis  Green  State 
Airport,  RI 

(lat.  41*43*30"  N.  long.  71*25*40"  W) 
Providence  VORTAC 


(lat.  41*43*28"  N,  long.  71*25*47"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  8.8-mile 
radius  of  Theodore  Francis  Green  State 
Airport,  and  within  4  miles  northwest  to  4.5 
miles  southeast  of  the  Providence  VORTAC 
211*  radial  extending  from  the  8.8-mile 
radius  to  16.7  miles  southwest  of  the 
Providence  VORTAC,  and  within  4  miles  on 
each  side  of  the  VORTAC  330*  radial 
extending  from  the  8.8-mile  radius  to  15.4 
miles  northwest  of  the  Providence  VORTAC, 
and  within  2.9  miles  on  each  side  of  the 
Providence  VORTAC  132*  radial  extending 
from  the  8.8-mile  radius  to  9.6  miles 
southeast  of  the  Providence  VORTAC; 
excluding  that  airspace  within  the  North 
Kingstown,  RI  Control  Zone  during  the  dates 
and  times  it  is  efiective,  and  that  airspace 
within  the  Providence,  RI  Airport  Radar 
Service  Area,  and  that  airspace  within  the 
North  Kingstown,  RI,  Pawtucket,  RI, 
Newport,  RI,  and  Fall  River,  MA,  Transition 
Areas. 

•  *  *  •  * 

ANE  RI  TA  Westerly.  RI  (Revised) 

Westerly  State  Airport,  RI 
(lat.  41*20*58"  N.  long.  71*48*12"  W) 
Westerly  NDB 

(lat.  41*20*40"  N.  long.  71*48*52"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surfrtce  within  a  8.5-mile 
radius  of  Westerly  State  Airport,  and  within 
2.9  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Westerly  NDB 
222°  bearing  extending  from  the  8.5-mile 
radius  to  9.4  miles  southwest  of  Westerly 
NDB;  excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Block  Island,  RI  Transition  Area,  and  that 
airspace  within  the  Groton,  CT  Control  Zone 
during  the  specific  dates  and  times  it  is 
effective. 

ANE  VT  TA  Bennington,  VT  (Revised) 
Bennington,  William  H.  Morse  State  Airport, 
VT 

(lat.  42*53*29"  N,  Itmg.  73*14*47"  W) 
Cambridge  VOR 

(lat.  42*59*40"  N.  long.  73*20*38"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surfrce  within  a  2-mile  radius 
of  William  H.  Morse  State  Airport,  and 
within  1.3  miles  on  each  side  of  the 
Cambridge  VOR  145*  radial  extending  from 
the  2-mi)e  radius  to  1.4  miles  southeast  of 
Cambridge  VOR. 

ANE  VT  TA  Burlington.  VT  (Revised) 
Burlington  International  Airport,  VT 
(lat.  44*28*17"  N.  long.  73°09*10**  VV) 
Burlington  VORTAC 
(lat.  44*23*49"  N,  long.  73*10*57"  W) 
HERRONDB 

(lat.  44*31*56"  N.  long.  73*14*58"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  10.8-mile 
radius  of  Burlington  International  Airport, 
and  within  3  miles  on  each  side  of  the 
Burlington  VORTAC  201*  radial  extending 
from  the  10.8-mile  radius  to  9.6  miles 
southwest  of  the  Burlington  VORTAC.  and 
within  4  miles  southwest  and  8  miles 
northeast  of  the  HERRO  NDB  311*  bearing 
extending  from  the  10.8-mile  radius  to  16 
miles  northwest  of  the  HERRO  NDB; 
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excluding  that  airspace  within  the 
Burlington,  VT  Airprart  Radar  Service  Area, 
and  that  airspace  within  the  Plattsburgh,  hTY 
Control  Zone. 

***** 

ANE  VT  TA  Lyndonville,  VT  [Revised] 
Lyndonville,  Caledonia  County  Airport,  VT 
(lat.  44‘’34'09"  N,  long.  72‘’01'04''  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  wiUiin  a  12.3-mile 
radius  of  Caledonia  County  Airport. 

ANE  VT  TA  Montpelier,  VT  (Revised] 

Barre-Montpelier,  Edward  F.  Knapp  State 
Airport,  VT 

(lat.  44'’12'12"  N,  long.  72®33'44"  W) 
Montpelier  VOR/DME 
(lat.  44‘“05'08"  N,  long.  72’’26'57"  W) 
Williams  NDB 

(lat.  44'’07'14"  N,  long.  72°31'06"  W) 

Mt.  Mansfield  NDB 
(lat.  44'>23'12"  N,  long.  72'’41'36"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8-mile  radius 
of  Edward  F.  Knapp  State  Airport,  and 
within  3  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Montpelier 
VOR/DME  144°  radial  extending  from  the  8- 
mile  radius  to  10  miles  southeast  of  the 
Montpelier  VOR/DME,  and  within  2.8  miles 
on  each  side  of  the  Williams  NDB  159° 
bearing  extending  from  the  8-mile  radius  to 
9.3  miles  southeast  of  the  Williams  NDB,  and 
within  3  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Mt. 
Mansfield  NDB  332°  bearing  extending  from 
the  8-mile  radius  to  9.8  miles  northwest  of 
the  Mt.  Mansfield  NDB. 

ANE  VT  TA  MorrisviUe,  VT  (Revised] 
Morrisville-Stowe  State  Airport,  VT 
(lat.  44°32'04''  N,  long.  72°36'50"  W) 
Morrisville-Stowe  NDB 
(lat.  44°34'43"  N,  long.  72°35'14"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  3.5-mile 
radius  of  Morrisville-Stow  Airport,  and 
within  2.9  miles  on  each  side  of  the 
Morrisville-Stow  NDB  034°  bearing 
extending  from  3.5-mile  radius  to  9.2  miles 
northeast  of  the  Morrisville-Stow  NDB. 
***** 

ANE  VT  TA  Springfield,  VT  (Revised! 
Springfield,  Hartness  State  Airport,  VT 
(lat.  43°20'37"  N,  long.  72°31'02"  W) 
Springfield  NDB 

(lat.  43°16'12"  N,  long.  72°35'11"  W) 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surfrce  within  a  3.0-miie 
radius  of  Hartness  State  Airport,  and  within 
2.8  miles  on  each  side  of  the  Springfield  NDB 
217°  bearing  from  3.0-mile  radius  to  9  miles 
southwest  of  the  Springfield  NDB. 
***** 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts,  on 
July  6, 1993. 

John  Boyce, 

Acting  Manager,  Air  Traffic  Division,  New 
England  Region. 

|FR  Doc.  93-17733  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Patent  and  Trademark  Office 
37  CFR  Part  1 
[Docket  No.  930520-3120] 

RIN  0651-AA66 

Patent  Interference  Practice— Separate 
Patentability  of  Clalma 

AGENCY:  Patent  and  Trademark  Office, 
Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  The  Patent  and  Trademark 
Office  (PTO)  proposes  to  amend  its  rules 
of  practice  in  patent  interference  cases. 
Jn  re  Van  Geuns  interpreted  patent 
interference  rules  in  a  manner  different 
from  the  manner  in  which  the  rules  are 
interpreted  by  the  Commissioner.  The 
Federal  Circuit  held  that  the  rules 
authorize  a  party  to  argue  the  separate 
patentability  of  claims  that  the  1^0 
designates  as  corresponding  to  a  single 
count.  Under  PTO  rules,  however,  every 
claim  designated  to  correspond  to  a 
court  shall  be  directed  to  a  single 
inventive  concept.  PTO  proposes  to 
amend  the  interference  rules  to 
specifically  overcome  the  Federal 
Circuit’s  interpretation  of  the  rules  in 
Van  Geuns.  PTO  proposes  to  specify 
that  unless  a  party  files  a  preliminary 
motion  to  contest  the  designation  of  a 
claim  as  corresponding  to  a  count,  the 
party  shall  be  deemed  to  have  conceded 
that  all  claims  designated  as 
corresponding  to  a  count  are 
unpatentable  if  any  claim  designated  as 
corresponding  to  the  count  is  held  to  be 
unpatentable  and,  may  not  argue  to  an 
examiner-in-chief  or  the  board  the 
separate  patentability  of  claims 
designated  to  correspond  to  the  count. 
PTO  also  proposes  to  specify  that  when 
an  examiner-in-chief  in  an  interference 
becomes  aware  of  a  reason  why  a  claim 
corresponding  to  a  count  may  not  be 
patentable,  the  examiner-in-chief  may 
enter  an  order  notifying  the  parties  of 
the  reason  and  set  a  time  within  which 
each  party  may  present  its  views,  which 
may  include  a  preliminary  motion.  The 
rules  would  further  specify  that  an 
opponent  may  file  an  opposition  to  any 
preliminary  motion  and  that  the  party 
would  file  a  reply  to  an  opposition. 

These  rules  will  apply  prospectively 
except  when  an  examiner-in-chief 
notifies  a  party  in  an  interference  to  the 
contrary.  If  a  party  is  notified,  the  party 
will  be  given  an  opportunity  to  respond 
regarding  the  patentability  of  a  coimt  in 
the  interference. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  submitted  on 
or  before  September  24, 1993. 


ADDRESSES:  Address  comments  to  Box 
8,  Commissioner  of  Patents  and 
Trademarks,  Washington,  DC  20231, 
marked  to  the  attention  of  Fred  E. 
McKelvey,  Solicitor.  Written  comments 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection  in 
Suite  918,  on  the  9th  floor  of  Crystal 
Park  II;  located  at  2121  Crystal  Drive, 
Arlington,  Virginia. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Fred  E.  McKelvey  by  telephone  at  (703) 
305-9035  or  by  mail  marked  to  his 
attention  and  addressed  to  Box  8, 
Commissioner  of  Patents  and 
Trademarks,  Washington,  D.C.  20231. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION:  The  Patent 
and  Trademark  Office  (PTO)  conducts 
interference  proceedings  to  determine 
who,  as  between  two  or  more  applicants 
for  patent  or  one  or  more  applicants  and 
one  or  more  patentees,  is  the  first 
inventor  of  a  patentable  invention. 

A  primary  examiner  determines  in  the 
first  instance  whether  the  claims  in  an 
application  interfere  with  the  claims  in 
another  application  or  a  patent.  When 
the  examiner  is  of  the  view  that  an 
interference  exists,  the  Board  of  Patent 
Appeals  and  Interferences  (Board)  is 
notified.  37  CFR  1.609.  An  examiner-in¬ 
chief,  i.e.,  a  member  of  the  Board,  is 
assigned  to  each  interference.  The 
interference  is  declared  by  the 
examiner-in-chief.  37  CFR  1.610(a). 

Each  separately  patentable  invention 
involved  in  the  interference  is  defined 
by  a  count.  The  count  is  a  vehicle  for 
contesting  priority  of  invention  (i.e., 
who  made  the  invention  defined  by  the 
count  first)  and  determining  the 
evidence  relevant  to  the  issue  of 
priority.  Squires  v.  Corbett,  560  F.2d 
424,  433,  194  USPQ513,  519  (CCPA 
1977);  Case  v.  CPC  InVl,  Inc.,  730  F.2d 
745,  749,  221  USPQ 196,  200  (Fed.  Cir.), 
cert,  denied,  469  U.S.  872  (1984);  In  re 
Van  Geuns,  988  F.2d  at  1184,  26 
USPQ2d  at  1058-59  (Fed.  Cir.  1993). 

Each  claim  of  any  application  or 
patent  to  be  involved  in  the  interference 
is  designated  to  correspond  to  the  count 
or  not  to  correspond  to  the  count.  A 
preliminary  determination  is  made  by 
the  PTO  as  to  which  claims  should  be 
designated  to  correspond  to  the  count. 
The  claims  that  are  initially  determined 
to  define  the  same  patentable  invention 
as  the  count  are  designated  to 
correspond  to  the  count.  All  other 
claims  are  designated  as  not 
corresponding  to  the  count.  The 
designation  of  claims  as  corresponding 
or  not  corresponding  provides  a  starting 
point  in  an  interference.  Under  PTO 
practice,  there  is  a  presumption  that  the 
designation  of  a  claim  as  corresponding 
or  not  corresponding  to  a  count  is 
correct. 
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The  rules  authorize  a  party  to  file  a 
preliminary  motion  to  redefbie  an 
interference  by  designating  a  claim  as 
corresponding  or  not  correqxHiding  to  a 
count.  37  CFR  1.633(c)  (3)  and  (4).  Prior 
to  Van  Geuns,  the  PTO  h^  interpreted 
the  rules  to  require  a  preliminary 
motion  to  designate  a  claim  as  not 
corresponding  to  a  count  as  a  condition 
to  being  cd)le  to  argue  to  an  examiner- 
in-chief  or  the  Board  that  the  claim  is 
separately  patentable  from  the  other 
claims  designated  to  correspcmd  to  the 
count  See  Brooks  v.  Street.  16  USPQ2d 
1374. 1378  (Bd.  Pat.  App.  &  Int  1990); 
Flehmigv.  Giesa  13  USPQ2d  1052, 1054 
(Bd.  Pat  App.  &  Int  1989);  Kwon  v. 
Perkins,  6  USPQ2d  1747, 1751  (Bd.  Pat. 
App.  &  Int  1988),  aff’d  on  other 
grounds.  886  F.2d  325. 12  USPQ2d  1308 
(Fed.  Cir.  1989);  see  also  Lamont  v. 
Berguer.  7  USI^2d  1580. 1582  (Bd.  Pat 
App.  &  Int  1988).  In  Van  Geuns, 
however,  the  Federal  Circuit  interpreted 
the  rules  diSwently,  stating: 

(T]he  position  of  the  Commissioner  that 
clainu  designated  as  corresponding  to  a 
count  stand  or  fall  with  the  patentrt>ility  of 
the  subject  matter  the  coiint  is  overbroad. 

988  F.2d  at  1185,  26  USPQ2d  at  1060. 
The  Federal  Circuit  further  stated: 

(W]e  conchide  that  a  pasty  to  an 
interference,  «d)o  has  failed  to  timely  contest 
the  designadon  of  claims  corresponding  to  a 
count,  hMS  not  conceded  that  the  claims 
corresponding  to  a  count  are  anticipated  or 
made  obvious  [Le.,  are  unpatenlabfe)  by  the 
prior  art  when  ths  subject  matter  of  the  count 
is  determined  to  be  unpatentaUe  for 
obviousness.  Ths  PTO  nuist  determine,  based 
on  the  actual  prior  art  reference  or  references, 
whether  claieu  not  (designated  as) 
corresponding  exactly  to  the  count  are 
unpatentable. 

Id.  at _ ,  26  USPQZd  at  1060.  The 

Federal  Circuit  still  further  stated: 

The  interference  rules  do  not  specify 
whether  a  party  may  argue  the  p^entability 
of  claims  separately  to  the  EIC  (examiner-in- 
chief)  and  the  board. 

Id.  at _ .  26  USPQ2d  at  1060. 

The  dumges  proposed  to  the 
interference  rules  are  designed  to 
overcome  the  Federal  Circuit’s 
statement.  _ 

Subsection  (f)  of  37  CFR  1.601,  as 
proposed  to  be  amended,  would  clarify 
that  claims  are  designated  to  correspond 
to  a  count.  The  designation  constitutes 
a  rebnttable  presumption  that,  with 
respect  to  patentability,  the  claims  stand 
or  fall  with  the  count. 

Subsection  (f)  would  also  eliminate 
the  "but  which  defines  the  same 
patentable  invention  as  the  count" 
language,  thereby  eliminating  the 
definition  of  "same  patentable 
invention”  in  37  CFR  1.601(n)  from  the 


designation  of  claims  that  correspond 
substantially  to  a  coimt  The  purp<»e  of 
the  proposed  changes  is  to  overcome  the 
Federal  Circuit’s  Van  Geuns’  statement 
that  "[i]f  a  party  does  not  timely  contest 
the  designation  of  claims,  there  is  in 
effect  a  concession  that  all  of  the 
designated  claims  would  be  anticipated 
or  made  obvious  if  the  coimt  were 

actually  prior  art.”  Id.  at _ ,  26 

Ua^2d  at  1060. 

Finally,  the  definition  of  a  "phantom 
count"  would  be  revised  to  cl^fy  that 
it  is  impatentable  to  the  parties  under  35 
U.S.C.  112. 

Subsection  (k)  of  37  CFR  1.633,  as 
proposed  to  be  amended,  would  provide 
that  a  party  who  fails  to  contest,  by  way 
of  a  timely  filed  preliminary  motion 
under  37  CFR  §  1.633,  the  designation  of 
a  claim  as  correspmding  to  a  count  may 
not  subsequently  argue  to  an  examiner- 
in-chief  or  the  Board  the  separate 
patentability  of  claims  designated  to 
correspond  to  a  coimt 

The  first  sentence  of  §  1.641,  as 
proposed  to  be  amended,  would  be 
redesignated  subsection  (a)  and  would 
clarify  that  the  Examiner-in-chiaf  would 
notify  the  parties  by  order  of  the 
impatmitability  of  claims  designated  as 
corresponding  to  a  count.  The  word 
"correspimdi^"  would  be  changed  to 
"designated  to  correspond”  to  conform 
with  the  proposed  revision  to 
subsection  1.601(f).  Proposed  subsection 
(a)  would  also  indicate  that  responses  to 
the  order  may  include  argument  and 
any  preliminary  motion  permitted 
under  §  1.633(c),  (d),  or  (h),  as  well  as 
any  supporting  evidence. 

A  new  subsection  (b)  would  be  added 
to  §  1.641  that  would  specify  that  the 
opposition  and  reply  practice  under 
§  1.638  applies  to  a  preliminary  motion 
filed  in  response  to  the  Examiner-in- 
Chief  s  order  under  subsection  (a)  of  this 
section. 

Finally,  the  last  sentence  of  the 
current  §  1.641  would  be  redesignated 
as  subsection  (c)  and  would  include  a 
reference  to  the  preliminary  motions 
under  §  1.633  permitted  under  the 
revision  to  subsection  (a)  of  this  section. 
^  These  rules  will  apply  prospectively 
except  when  an  examiner-in-chief 
notifies  a  party  in  an  interference  to  the 
contrary.  If  a  party  is  notified,  the  party 
will  be  given  an  opportunity  to  respond 
regarding  the  patentability  of  a  count  in 
the  inteiforence. 

Other  Considerationa 

The  proposed  rule  changes  are  in 
conformity  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5  U.S.C  601 
et  seq.).  Executive  Orders  12291  and 
12612  and  the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act 
of  1980,  44  U.S.C  3501  et  seq. 


The  General  Counsel  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce  has  cmtified 
to  the  Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy, 

Small  Business  Administration,  thiat 
these  proposed  rule  changes  will  not 
have  a  significant  eccmomic  impact  on 
a  substantial  number  of  small  entities 
(Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  5  U.S.C 
605(b)).  T^  principal  impact  of  these 
propo^  chrages  wmild  m  to  clarify 
the  procedure  tor  orguii^  the 
patentability  of  claims  amesponding  to 
a  count  in  patent  interferences  and 
thereby  eliminate  any  confusion,  delay, 
or  redundancy  that  might  result  from 
misinterpretation  of  thn  current  rules. 

The  C^ce  has  determined  thM  this 
proposed  rule  change  is  not  a  major  rule 
under  Executive  Oi^r  12291.  The 
annual  efiect  on  the  economy  will  be 
leas  than  $100  million.  There  will  be  no 
major  increase  in  costs  or  prices  for 
consumers;  individuals;  industries; 
Federal,  state  or  local  government 
agencies;  or  geographic  regions.  There 
will  be  no  significant  efiects  on 
competition,  employment,  investment, 
productivity,  innovation,  or  on  the 
ability  of  United  States-based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterprises  in  domestic  or  export 
markets. 

The  Office  has  also  determined  that 
this  notice  has  no  Federalism 
implications  affecting  the  r^tiooship 
between  the  National  Govwnment  and 
the  States  as  outlined  in  Executive 
Order  12612. 

The  rule  change  will  not  impose  a 
burden  under  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  of  1980,  44  U.S.C.  3501  et  seq., 
since  no  recordkeeping  or  reporting 
requirements  within  the  covwage  of  the 
Act  are  placed  upon  the  public. 

List  of  Subjecrts  in  37  CFR  Part  1 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Courts,  Inventions  and 
patents. 

For  the  reasons  .set  out  in  the 
preamble,  it  is  proposed  to  amend  37 
CFR  part  1  whwein  removals  are 
indicated  by  brackets  ((  I)  and 
additions  by  arrows  (|  4)  as  follows: 

PART  I^RULES  OF  PRACTICE  IN 
PATENT  CASES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  37  CFR 
part  1  would  continue  to  read  as 
follows: 

Authority:  35  U.S.C  6,  unless  otherwise 
noted.) 

2.  Section  1.601  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  (f)  to 
read  as  follows: 

f  1.601  Scope  of  rules,  definitione. 

*  •  •  •  • 


39706 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  141  /  Monday,  July  26,  1993  /  Proposed  Rules 


(f)  A  "count”  defines  the  interfering 
subject  matter  between: 

(1)  Two  or  more  applications  or 

(2)  One  or  more  applications  and  one 
or  more  patents. 

When  there  is  more  than  one  coimt, 
each  coimt  shall  define  a  separate 
patentable  invention.  Any  claim  of  an 
application  or  patent  [which]  |  that  is 
designated  to  4  correspondls]  to  a  count 
is  a  claim  involved  in  the  interference 
within  the  meaning  of  35  U.S.C.  135(a]. 

A  claim  of  a  patent  or  application  4  that 
4  [which]  is  identical  to  a  count  is  said 
to  "correspond  exactly”  to  the  count.  A 
claim  of  a  patent  or  application  4  that 
4  [which]  is  not  identical  to  a  count  [, 
but  which  defines  the  same  patentable 
invention  as  the  count,]  is  said  to 
"correspond  substantially  ”  to  the 
count.  When  a  coimt  is  broader  in  scope 
than  all  claims  4  that  4  [which] 
correspond  to  the  count,  the  count  is  a 
"phantom  count.”  A  phantom  count  is 
not  patentable  to  any  party  under  35 
U.S.C.  112. 

***** 

3.  Section  1.633  is  proposed  to  be 
amended  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (k) 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  1 .633  Preliminary  motions. 
***** 

(k)  A  party  who  fails  to  contest,  by 
way  of  a  timely  filed  preliminary 
motion  under  §  1.633(c),  the  designation 
of  a  claim  as  corresponding  or  not 
corresponding  to  a  count  may  not 
subsequently  argue  to  an  Examiner-in- 
Chief  or  the  Board  the  separate 
patentability  or  the  lack  of  separate 
patentability  of  claims  designated  to 
correspond  to  the  count. 

4.  S^ion  1.641  is  proposed  to  be 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1 .641  Unpatentability  discovered  by 
examiner-in^hief. 

4  (a)  4  During  the  pendency  of  an 
interference,  if  the  examiner-in-chief 
becomes  aware  of  a  reason  why  a  claim 
4  designated  to  correspond  4 
[corresponding]  to  a  count  may  not  be 
patentable,  the  examiner-in-chief  may 
[notify]  4  enter  an  order  notifying  4  the 
parties  of  the  reason  and  set  a  time 
within  which  each  party  may  present  its 
views,  4  which  may  include  argument 
and  any  appropriate  preliminary  motion 
under  §  1.633(c),  (d),  or  (h),  including 
any  supporting  evidence  4- 
4  (b)  If  a  party  timely  files  a 
preliminary  motion  in  response  to  the 
order  of  the  examiner-in-chief,  any 
opponent  may  file  an  opposition 
pursuant  to  §  1.638(a).  If  an  opponent 
files  an  opposition,  the  party  may  file  a 
reply  pursuant  to  §  1.638(b).  4 


4  (c)  4  After  considering  any  timely 
filed  views,  4  including  any  timely  filed 
preliminary  motions  under  §  1.633, 4 
the  examiner-in-chief  shall  decide  how 
the  interference  shall  proceed. 

Dated:  July  16, 1993. 

Michael  K.  Kirk, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretaiy  and  Acting 
Commissioner  of  Patents  and  Trademarks. 
(FR  Doc.  93-17513  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  VETERANS 
AFFAIRS 

38  CFR  Part  1 
RIN:  290(>-AE28 

Confidentiality  of  Certain  Medical 
Records 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs. 
ACTION:  Proposed  regulations. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs  (VA)  proposes  to  amend  its 
regulations  to  implement  spiecific 
provisions  of  the  Veterans  Omnibus 
Health  Care  Act  of  1976  and  the 
Veterans’  Benefits  and  Services  Act  of 
1988  concerning  the  confidentiality  of 
certain  medical  records.  These  proposed 
regulations  protect  the  confidentiality  of 
VA  records  pertaining  to  drug  abuse, 
alcoholism  or  alcohol  abuse,  infection 
with  the  human  immunodeficiency 
virus  (HIV),  and  sickle  cell  anemia 
treatment,  rehabilitation,  education, 
training,  evaluation  and  research 
information. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  25, 1993.  Comments 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection 
until  September  7, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  written  comments, 
suggestions,  or  objections  regarding 
these  proposed  regulations  to:  Secretary 
of  Veterans  Affairs  (271A),  Department 
of  Veterans  Affairs,  810  Vermont 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20420. 
All  written  comments  received  will  be 
available  for  public  inspection  only  in 
the  Veterans  Services  Unit,  room  132  of 
the  above  address,  between  the  hours  of 
8  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday  (except  holidays)  until 
September  7, 1993.  Axopy  of  any 
comments  that  concern  information 
collection  requirements  should  also  be 
sent  to  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  at  the  address  contained  in  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  section  of  this 
preamble. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Harold  Ramsey,  Program  Specialist, 
Medical  Administration  Service 


(161B4),  Veterans  Health 
Administration,  Department  of  Veterans 
Affairs,  810  Vermont  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20420  (202)  535-7657. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  VA  is 
mandated  by  the  Veterans  Omnibus 
Health  Care  ^ct  of  1976  and  the 
Veterans’  Benefits  and  Services  Act  of 
1988  to  publish  its  own  regulations 
relative  to  the  confidentiality  of  medical 
records  relating  to  drug  abuse, 
alcoholism  or  alcohol  abuse,  infection 
with  the  HIV,  and  sickle  cell  anemia. 

VA,  generally,  has  been  following  the 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services’  regulations  on  drug  and 
alcohol  abuse  which  were  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  July  1. 1975.  The 
Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services  (HHS)  regulations  (42  CFR  2.1- 
2.67)  were  promulgated  with  the 
enactment  of  legislation  specific  to 
alcohol  and  drug  abuse  programs  and 
confidentiality  of  records.  The  proposed 
regulations  take  into  consideration  the 
existing  HHS  regulations  in 
implementing  the  confidentiality 
section  of  the  Veterans  Omnibus  Health 
Care  Act  of  1976.  Editorial  and 
substantive  changes  were  made  to  the 
HHS  regulations  which  were  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  June  9, 1987. 

For  convenience  in  comparing  specific 
sections  of  the  existing  HHS  regulations 
with  these  proposed  VA  regulations  a 
cross  index  has  been  prepared  which  is 
set  forth  below. 

The  historical  development  of  the 
regulations  follow.  Public  Law  93-282, 
"Comprehensive  Alcohol  Abuse  and 
Alcoholism  Prevention,  Treatment,  and 
Rehabilitation  Act  Amendments  of 
1974,”  provided  that  the  then 
Administrator  of  Veterans  Affairs, 
through  the  then  Chief  Medical  Director, 
consistent  with  responsibilities  under 
title  38,  United  States  Code,  prescribe 
regulations  applicable  to  the 
confidentiality  of  medical  records 
maintained  in  connection  with  the 
provision  of  hospital  care,  nursing  home 
care,  domiciliary  care  and  medical 
services  under  title  38  to  patients 
suffering  from  alcohol  abuse, 
alcoholism,  and  drug  abuse.'ln 
prescribing  and  implementing  these 
regulations,  the  Sectary  of  Veterans 
Affairs  is  to  consult  with  the  Secretary 
of  HHS  in  order  to  achieve  the 
maximum  possible  coordination  of  the 
regulations. 

Congress,  recognizing  that  the 
particular  problems  of  confidentiality  of 
records  in  the  VA  health  care  system 
would  best  be  handled  by  placing 
applicable  provisions  in  Title  38,  United 
States  Code,  added  a  new  section  4132, 
now  section  7332,  to  title  38,  United 
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States  Code,  with  the  enactment  of 
Public  Law  94-581,  Veterans  Omnibus 
Health  Care  Act  of  1976.  The  intent  of 
this  legislation  was  to  ensure 
confidentiality  of  certain  medical 
records  by  establishing  sanctions  for 
unauthorized  disclosure  of  information, 
while  at  the  same  time,  meeting  the 
legitimate  needs  for  disclosure  under 
certain  conditions.  As  part  of  this 
legislation.  Congress  imposed  upon  VA 
requirements  similar  to  those  of  Public 
Law  93-282  noted  above  (38  U.S.C. 

7334,  formerly  4134). 

Section  111  of  Public  Law  94-581 
replaced  for  VA  purposes,  the 
provisions  of  sections  122(a)  and  303  of 
Public  Law  93-282  (21  U.S.C  1175,  for 
drug  records;  42  U.S.C.  4582,  for  alcohol 
records)  as  the  statutory  base  for 
confidentiality  of  drug  and  alcohol 
abuse  records  for  those  patients  treated 
by  VA  medical  facilities.  Additionally, 
it  replaced  section  109  of  Public  Law 
93-82  (38  U.S.C.  1753(b),  formerly 
653(b))  which  provided  for 
confidentiality  of  sickle  cell  anemia 
records  and  required  VA  to  promulgate 
regulations.  Public  Law  94-581, 

Veterans  Omnibus  Health  Care  Act  of 
1976,  addressed  all  three  subjects — drug 
abuse,  alcoholism  and  sickle  cell 
anemia  records — in  its  confidentiality 
mandate.  Section  121  of  Public  Law 
100-322  provided  for  the  confidentiality 
of  records  relating  to  infection  with  the 
HIV.  Accordingly,  drug  and  alcohol 
abuse,  infection  with  tJM  HIV,  and 
sickle  cell  anemia  records  are  included 
in  these  proposed  regulations. 

VA  has  followed  regulations  on  the 
confidentiality  of  patients’  records 
related  to  drug  and  alcohol  abuse  as 
prescribed  in  1975  by  the  Secretary  of 
HHS.  However,  certain  provisions  of  the 
HHS  regulations  are  inconsistent  with 
VA  requirements.  These  proposed 
regulations  address  those 
inconsistencies,  some  of  which  follow. 
The  concept  of  “program"  as  used  in  the 
HHS  regulations  does  not  have 
applicability  to  VA  because,  in  VA, 
provision  of  medical  care  and  treatment 
for  the  aforementioned  conditions  is 
considered  to  be  an  integral  part  of  VA's 
medical  and  benefits  functions  rather 
than  a  separate  program  isolated  from 
other  Department  fiinctions. 

The  HHS  regulations  leave  the 
determination  to  destroy  patient  records 
to  officials  of  an  individual  drug  or 
alcohol  abuse  program.  VA  has  a 
Departmentwide  policy  regarding  record 
retention. 

The  drafting  of  these  proposed 
regulations  has  necessarily  involved 
minor  clarifying  and  editorial  changes 
in  the  HHS  regulations  to  more 
specifically  use  VA  terminology  and 


already  established  requirements. 
Further,  changes  have  addressed 
inconsistencies  between  the  HHS  and 
VA  applicable  confidentiality  statutes  as 
well.  For  example,  whereas  the  HHS 
regulations  do  not  mialify  the 
conditions  under  which  disclosure  of 
information  horn  the  records  of 
deceased  patients  may  be  made,  38 
U.S.C.  7332  generally  only  allows  this 
disclosure  with  consent  of  the  patient’s 
next-of-kin  or  personal  representative 
when  the  purpose  has  been  determined 
by  the  Under  Secretary  for  Health  or 
designee  to  be  necessary  to  obtain  VA  or 
other  survivorship  benefits. 

The  HHS  regulations  as  well  as  38 
U.S.C.  7332  allow  for  disclosure  by  an 
appropriate  court  order  after  the  court 
determines  the  need  for  disclosure  and 
imposes  appropriate  safeguards  against 
unauthorized  oisclosiure.  These 
proposed  regulations  clarify  the  court 
order  process  and  restrict  mandatory 
disclosure  to  a  Federal  court.  A  VA 
facility  in  these  regulations,  as  part  of 
the  F^eral  government,  is  not  bound  by 
an  order  horn  a  State  court,  but  may,  in 
its  discretion,  honor  a  State  court  order. 
However,  it  is  contemplated  that  VA 
will  cooperate  with  State  courts  to  the 
fullest  extent  appropriate. 

The  HHS  regulations  as  revised  in 
1987  cover  only  alcohol  and  drug  abuse 
information  that  is  obtained  by  a 
specialized  program  or  specific  provider 
whose  primary  function  is  the  provision 
of  alcohol  or  drug  abuse  diagnosis, 
treatment,  or  referral  for  treatment.  The 
1987  regulations  do  not  cover  alcohol 
and  drug  abuse  information  obtained  by 
health  care  facilities  which  provide 
alcohol  and  drug  abuse  care  only  as  an 
incident  to  the  provision  of  general 
medical  care.  The  proposed  regulations 
have  been  drafted  to  include  all  records 
which  are  maintained  in  connection 
with  the  performance  of  any  VA 
program  or  activity  (including 
education,  training,  evaluation, 
treatment,  rehabilitation  or  research) 
relating  to  drug  abuse,  alcoholism, 
infection  with  the  HIV,  or  sickle  cell 
anemia  in  order  to  provide  greater 
confidentiality  for  patients  who  are 
provided  care  for  these  conditions. 

Finally,  these  regulations  are  not 
intended  to  direct  the  manner  in  which 
substantive  functions,  such  as  research, 
treatment,  and  evaluation  should  be 
carried  out,  but  rather  to  define  the 
minimum  requirements  for  the 
protection  of  confidentiality  of  patient 
records  which  must  be  satisfied  in 
connection  with  the  conduct  of  those 
functions  in  order  to  carry  out  the 
purposes  of  the  authorizing  legislation. 

A  copy  of  the  draft  regulations  were 
reviewed  by  HHS  staff  and  comments 


were  provided  for  consideration 
concerning  five  proposed  changes.  It 
was  suggested  in  the  first  comment  that 
the  definition  of  "patient”  proposed  at 
§  1.460(h)  be  revis^  to  tra^  the  HHS 
definition  at  42  CFR  2.11  and  that  a 
sentence  be  added  to  clarify  the 
definition.  The  definition  was  revised 
based  on  these  comments.  In  the  second 
comment  it  was  stiggested  that  the 
Public  Health  Service  research 
confidentiality  protection  that  is 
mentioned  at  42  CFR  2.21  of  the  HHS 
regulations  be  incorporated  into 
§  1.468(a)  and  applied  to  VA  records. 

The  addition  was  made  to  the  proposed 
regulations. 

The  third  comment  concerned  the 
proposed  §  1.475(c)  which  requires  that 
when  VA  is  presented  with  an 
insufficient  written  consent  for 
information  protected  by  38  U.S.C.  7332 
in  the  process  of  obtaining  a  legally 
sufficient  consent.  VA  must  correspond 
only  with  the  patient  whose  records  are 
involved.  It  was  suggested  that  VA 
consider  permitting  its  facilities  to 
notify  an  inquiring  party  of  the 
application  of  38  U.S.C.  7332  and  these 
regulations  to  patient  records  on  alcohol 
and  drug  abuse.  HIV,  and  sickle  cell 
anemia  as  is  provided  for  in  42  CFR 
2.13(c)(2)  for  drug  and  alcohol  records. 

It  was  fiirther  suggested  that  such 
notification  should  not  affirmatively 
state  that  VA  confidentiality  laws  apply 
to  the  records  of  an  identified  patient. 
This  suggestion  was  not  accepted, 
however,  due  to  the  statutory 
amendment  to  section  7332  which 
prohibits  the  disclosure  to  any  person  or 
entity  other  than  the  patient  or  subject 
concerned  of  the  fact  that  a  special 
written  consent  is  required  in  order  for 
such  records  to  be  disclosed. 

It  was  suggested  in  the  fourth 
comment  that  provisions  be  added  to 
the  proposed  regulations  to  permit  the 
disclosure  of  records  protected  by  38 
U.S.C.  7332  in  making  child  abuse  and 
neglect  reports  under  State  law.  VA 
cooperates  in  submitting  child  abuse 
and  neglect  reports  to  States  but  the 
reports  do  not  include  section  7332-type 
information.  However,  where  there  is  a 
medical  emergency  which  necessitates 
the  disclosure  of  this  type  of 
information,  the  information  may  be 
disclosed.  In  the  absence  of  a  m^ical 
emergency  where  disclosure  is 
indicated,  a  court  order  would  authorize 
disclosure.  Public  Law  99-401,  August 
27. 1986,  Title  I,  section  106, 100  Stat. 
907,  which  amended  42  U.S.C.  290dd- 
3(e)  and  290ee-3(e)  to  authorize 
reporting  of  child  abuse  information  did 
not  amend  38  U.S.C.  7332.  In  view  of 
these  additional  provisions  for 
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disclosure  of  the  §  7332  inf(»ination.  the 
suggestion  was  not  accepted. 

The  last  comment  cmicenied  the 
requirement  in  §  1.486(a)  that  the 
disclosure  of  HIV  infraination  under 
State  public  health  reporting  laws  must 
be  consistrat  with  38  U.S.C  5701, 
fonDOTly  3301,  and  7332,  i.e.,  that  such 
State  laws  must  require  such  disclosure 
and  provide  for  a  penalty  or  fine  to  be 
assessed  against  those  individtials  who 
are  subject  to  the  jurisdictimi  of  the 
public  health  authority  but  fail  to 
comply  with  the  reporting  requirements. 
There  was  concern  that  tMs  requirmnont 
would  lead  to  the  underreporting  to 
public  health  authorities  of  individuals 
who  are  infected  with  the  HIV. 

However,  this  concwn  was  resolved 
when  it  was  determined  that  with  the 
exception  of  one  State  statute  all  other 
State  statutes  meet  the  HIV  infection 
reporting  requiremmits  of  Title  38. 

Cross  Index 

VA  Regulations  governing  release  of 
information  from  VA  records  containing 
information  related  to  drug  ^use, 
alcoholism  or  alcohol  abu^.  infecticai 
with  the  human  immimodeficiency 
virus,  or  sickle  cell  anemia. 

Department  of  Health  and  Human  Services 
refnlatisns,  42  CFR  part  2,  as  Revised  June 
9, 1987,  and  Departanent  of  Vetarans  AfEurs 
regulatioiM,  38  CFR  1.460  Is  1.490. 

Sutpart  A — Introduction 
2.1 
2.2 

2.3 —  Supplemented  by  an  unnumbered  ■ 
abbreviated,  prefatory  statement 

2.4— 1,463 

2.5 —  Eliminated 

Subpart  B — General  Provisions 

2.11— 1.460 

2.12— 1.461 

2.13— 1.462 

2.14— 1.464 

2.15— 1.465 

2.16— 1.466 

2.17— 1.461 

2.18— 1.467 

2.19 —  Elinunated 

2.20 —  Eliminated 

2.21— 1.468 

2.22 —  Eliminated 

2.23— 1.469 

Subpart  C — Disclosures  With  Patient's 
Consent 

2.31— 1.475 

2.32— 1.476 

2.33— 1.477 

2.34— 1.478 

2.35— 1.479 

Subpart  D — Disclosures  Without  Patient 
Consent 

2.51— 1.485 

2.52— 1.488 

2.53— 1.489 


Subpart  E— Court  Orders  Authoriiing 
Disclosures  and  Use 

2.61— 1.490 

2.62— 1.491 

2.63 —  Eliminated 

2.64— 1.492 

2.65— 1.493 

2.66— 1.494 

2.67— 1.495 

These  prt^osed  regulations  are 
considered  noomajor  under  the  criteria 
of  Executive  Order  12291,  Federal 
Regulations.  They  will  not  have  an 
annual  effect  on  the  economy  of  $100 
million  or  more;  will  restilt  in  no 
significant  increase  in  costs  or  prices  for 
consumers,  individual  industries. 
Federal,  State,  or  local  government 
agMicies,  or  geographic  regions.  They 
will  have  no  adverse  effect  cm 
competition.  emplo3nnent.  investment, 
productivity,  innovation,  or  on  the 
ability  of  United  States-based 
enterprises  to  compete  with  foreign- 
based  enterprises  in  domestic  as  export 
market. 

These  proposed  regulations  will 
impose  no  regulatory,  paperwork  or 
administrative  burdens  on  small  entities 
since  the  change  concerns  the 
protection  of  patient  medical 
information  regarding  drug  or  alcohol 
abuse,  infection  with  the  HIV  and  sickle 
cell  an^ia.  For  this  reason,  the 
Secretary  certifies  that  these  provisions 
are  administrative  and  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  oa  small 
entities  as  defined  in  5  U.S.C.  600-612, 
The  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

The  Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

Section  1.475  of  this  proposed 
regulation  contains  an  information 
collection  requirement  requiring 
approval  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  in  acccadance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Paperwfxrk 
Reduction  Act.  The  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs  estimates  that  it  will 
take  an  average  of  five  minutes  per 
respondent  to  provide  the  required 
information  and  there  will  be 
approximately  20,640  such  requests 
made  per  year.  As  required  by  section 
3504(h)  of  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act,  VA  is  submitting  a  request  that 
0MB  approve  the  information  collection 
requirement  at  §  1.475.  Individuals 
desiring  to  submit  comments  fOT 
consideration  by  OMB  on  this  proposed 
information  collecticm  should  smd 
them  to  Office  of  Infwmation  and 
Regulatory  Affairs,  Ofiice  of 
Management  and  Budget,  Washingtcm. 
DC  20503,  Attention;  Joseph  F.  La^ey. 

List  of  Subjects  in  38  CFR  Part  1 

Administrative  procedures.  Privacy 
Act,  Recordkeeping. 


Appiroved:  Much  22. 1993. 

Jesse  Brawn, 

Secretary  of  Veteran  Affairs. 

For  the  reasons  set  out  in  the 
preamble.  38  CFR  part  1  is  proposed  to 
be  amended  as  follows: 

PART  ^-GENERAL 

1.  New  center  headings  and  Sections 
1.460  throu^  1.499  are  added  as 
foJIcnrs; 

Release  of  Information  From 
Department  of  Veterans  Affairs  (VA) 
Records  Rriating  to  Drug  Abuse, 
Aki^lism  or  Alcohol  Abuse,  lufection 
With  the  Homan  Immunodeficiency 
Vims  (HIV),  or  Sickle  Cel)  Aoemia. 

Sec. 

1.460  Definitions. 

1.461  AppHcability. 

1.462  Confidentiality  restrictions. 

1.463  Criminal  penalty  far  vkrfatioDS. 

1.464  Minor  patients. 

1.465  Incompetent  and  deceased  patients. 

1.466  Security  for  records. 

1.467  Restrictions  on  the  use  of 
identification  cards  and  public  signs. 

1 .468  Relationship  to  Fedei^  statutes 
protecting  research  subjects  against 
compulsory  disclosure  of  their  identity. 

1.469  Patient  access  and  restrictions  on  use. 
1.470-1.474  (Reserved! 

DiacbMurM  with  PaliaU’a  Consent 

1 .475  Form  of  written  consent. 

1.476  Prc^ibition  on  redisckisure. 

1 .477  Disclosures  permitted  with  writtoi 
consent. 

1.478  Disclosures  to  {»event  multiple 
enrollments  in  detoxification  and 
maintenance  treatment  programs;  not 
applicable  to  records  relating  to  sickle 
cell  anemia  or  infection  with  the  human 
inMiranodeficioncy  virus. 

1.479  Disclosures  to  elements  of  the 
criminal  justice  system  which  have 
referred  patients. 

1.480-1.484  (Reserved} 

Diaclosarea  Without  Patient  Consent 

1.485  Medical  emergencies. 

1.486  Disclosure  of  infonnation  related  to 
infection  with  the  human 
immunodeficiency  virus  to  public  health 
authorities. 

1 .487  Discfosure  of  infonnation  related  to 
infectiasi  vrith  the  human 
immunodeficiency  virus  to  the  spouse  or 
sexual  partner  aS  the  patient 

1.488  Research  activities. 

1.489  Audit  and  evaluation  activities. 

Court  Orders  Authorizing  DiscloanrM  and 
Dae 

1.490  Legal  effect  of  order. 

1.491  Order  not  applicable  to  records 
disclosed  without  consent  to  researchers, 
auditors  and  evaluators. 

1.492  Procediaes  and  criteria  for  orders 
authorizing  discfotures  far  noncriminal 
purposes. 
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Sac. 

1.493  Procedures  and  criteria  for  orders 
authorizing  disclosrire  and  use  of  records 
to  criminaily  investigate  or  prosecute 
patients. 

1.494  Procedures  and  criteria  for  orders 
authorizing  disclosure  and  use  of  records 
to  investigate  or  prosecute  VA  or 
employees  of 

1.495  Orders  authorizing  the  \ise  of 
undercover  agents  and  informants  to 
criminally  investigate  emplo)rees  or 
agents  of  VA. 

1.496-1.499  [Reserved] 

Release  of  Infiannatioii  From 
Department  of  Veterans  AfEairs  Records 
Relating  to  Drug  Abuse,  Alcoholism  or 
Alcohol  Abuse,  Infection  With  the 
Human  Immunodeficiency  Virus  (HIV), 
or  Sickle  Cell  Anemia. 

Note:  Sections  1.460  through  1.499  of  this 
part  concern  the  confidentiality  of 
information  relating  to  drug  abuse, 
alcoholism  or  alcohol  abuse,  infection  with 
the  human  immunodeficiency  virus,  or  sickle 
cell  anemia  in  VA  records  and  are  applicable 
in  combination  with  other  regulations 
pertaining  to  the  release  of  information  from 
VA  records.  Sections  1.500  through  1.527, 
Title  38,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
implement  the  provisions  of  38  U.S.C.  5701 
and  5702.  Sections  1.550  through  1.559 
implement  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  552 
(The  Freedom  of  Information  Act).  Sections 
1.575  through  1.584  implement  the 
provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  552a  (The  Privacy  Act 
of  1974). 

Authority:  The  provisions  of  §§  1.460 
through  1.499  of  this  part  pertain  to  any 
program  or  activity.  Including  education, 
treatment,  rehabilitation  or  research,  which 
relates  to  drug  abuse,  alcoholism  or  alcohol 
abuse,  infection  with  the  human 
immunodeficiency  virus,  or  sickle  cell 
anemia.  The  statutory  authority  for  the  drug 
abuse  provisions  and  alcoholism  or  alcohol 
abuse  provisions  of  $§  1.460  through  1.499  is 
sec.  Ill  of  Pub.  L  94-581,  the  Veterans 
Omnibus  Health  Care  Act  of  1976  (38  U.S.C. 
7331  through  7334),  the  authority  for  the 
human  immunodeficiency  virus  provisions  is 
sec.  121  of  Pub.  L.  100-322,  the  Veterans’ 
Benefits  and  Services  Act  of  1988  (38  U.S.C. 
7332);  the  authority  for  the  sickle  cell  anemia 
provisions  is  sec.  109  of  Pub.  L  93-82,  the 
Veterans  Health  Care  Expansion  Act  of  1973 
(38  U.S.C  1751-1754,  formerly  651-654). 

§1.460  Definitions. 

For  purposes  of  §§  1.460  through 

1.499  of  this  part,  the  following 
definitions  apply; 

(a)  Alcohol  abuse.  The  term  “alcohol 
abuse"  means  the  use  of  an  alcoholic 
beverage  which  impairs  the  physical, 
mental,  emotional,  or  social  well-being 
of  the  user. 

(b)  Contractor.  The  term  “contractor" 
means  a  person  who  provides  services 
to  VA  such  as  data  processing,  dosage 
preparation,  laboratory  analyses  or 
medical  or  other  professional  services. 
Each  contractor  shall  be  required  to 


enter  into  a  written  agreement 
subjecting  such  contractor  to  the 
provisions  of  §§  1.460  through  1.499  of 
this  part;  38  U.S.C  5701  and  7332;  and 
5  U.S.C.  552a  and  38  CFR  1.576(g). 

(c)  Diagnosis.  The  term  “diagnosis" 
means  any  reference  to  an  individual’s 
alcohol  or  drug  abuse  or  to  a  condition 
which  is  identified  as  having  been 
caused  by  that  abuse  or  any  reference  to 
sickle  ceU  anemia  or  infection  with  the 
human  immunodeficiency  virus  which 
is  made  for  the  purpose  of  treatment  or 
referral  for  treatment.  A  diagnosis 
prepared  for  the  purpose  of  treatment  or 
referral  for  treatment  but  which  is  not  so 
used  is  covered  by  §§  1.460  through 

1.499  of  this  part  'These  regulations  do 
not  apply  to  a  diagnosis  of  drug 
overdose  or  alcohol  intoxication  which 
clearly  shows  that  the  individual 
involved  is  not  an  alcohol  or  drug 
abuser  (e.g.,  involuntary  ingestion  of 
alcohol  or  drugs  or  reaction  to  a 
prescribed  dosage  of  one  or  more  drugs). 

(d)  Disclose  or  disclosure.  The  term 
“disclose"  or  “disclosure"  means  a 
communication  of  patient  identifying 
information,  the  affirmative  verification 
of  another  person’s  communication  of 
patient  identifying  information,  or  the 
commimication  of  any  information  horn 
the  record  of  a  patient  who  has  been 
identified. 

(e)  Drug  abuse.  The  term  “drug 
abuse"  means  the  use  of  a  psychoactive 
substance  for  other  than  medicinal 
purposes  which  impairs  the  physical, 
mental,  emotional,  or  social  well-being 
of  the  user. 

(f)  Infection  with  the  human 
immunodeficiency  virus  (HIV).  The  term 
“infection  with  the  human 
immunodeficiency  virus  (HIV)"  means 
the  presence  of  laboratory  evidence  for 
human  imm\modeficiency  virus 
infection.  For  the  purposes  of  §§  1.460 
through  1.499  of  this  part,  the  term 
includes  the  testing  of  an  individual  for 
the  presence  of  the  virus  or  antibodies 
to  the  virus  and  information  related  to 
such  testing  (including  tests  with 
negative  results). 

(y  Informant.  'The  term  “informant" 
means  an  individual  who  is  a  patient  or 
employee  or  who  becomes  a  patient  or 
employee  at  tbe  request  of  a  law 
enforcement  agency  or  official  and  who 
at  the  request  of  a  law  enforcement 
agency  or  official  observes  one  or  more 
patients  or  employees  for  the  purpose  of 
reporting  the  information  obtained  to 
the  law  enforcement  agency  or  official. 

(h)  Patient.  The  term  “patient”  means 
any  individual  or  subject  who  has 
applied  for  or  been  given  a  diagnosis  or 
treatment  for  drug  abuse,  alcoholism  or 
alcohol  abuse,  motion  with  the  human 
immunodeficiency  virus,  or  sickle  cell 


anemia  and  includes  any  individual 
who,  after  arrest  on  a  criminal  charge, 
is  interviewed  and/or  tested  in 
connection  with  drug  abuse,  alcoholism 
or  alcohol  abuse,  infection  with  the 
human  immunodeficiency  virus,  or 
sickle  cell  anemia  in  order  to  determine 
that  individual’s  eligibility  to 
participate  in  a  treatment  or 
rehabilitation  program.  The  term  patient 
includes  an  individual  who  has  b^n 
diagnosed  or  treated  for  alcoholism, 
drug  abuse,  HIV  infection,  or  sickle  cell 
anemia  for  purposes  of  participation  in 
a  VA  program  or  activity  relathig  to 
those  four  conditions,  including  a 
program  or  activity  consisting  of 
treatment,  rehabilitation,  education, 
training,  evaluation,  or  research.  The 
term  “patient"  for  the  purpose  of 
infection  with  the  human 
immimodeficiency  virus  or  sickle  cell 
anemia,  includes  one  tested  for  the 
disease. 

(i)  Patient  identifying  information. 

'The  term  “patient  identifj^g 
information"  means  the  name,  address, 
social  security  number,  fingerprints, 
photograph,  or  similar  information  by 
which  the  identity  of  a  patient  can  be 
determined  with  reasonable  accuracy 
and  speed  either  directly  or  by  reference 
to  other  publicly  available  information. 
The  term  does  not  include  a  number 
assigned  to  a  patient  by  a  treatment 
program,  if  that  number  does  not  consist 
of.  or  contain  numbers  (such  as  social 
security,  or  driver’s  license  number) 
which  could  be  used  to  identify  a 
patient  with  reasonable  accuracy  and 
speed  horn  sources  external  to  the 
treatment  pri^ram. 

(j)  Person.  'Ine  term  “person"  means 
an  individual,  partnership,  corporation. 
Federal.  State  or  local  government 
agency,  or  any  other  legal  entity. 

(k)  Records.  The  term  “records” 
means  any  information  received, 
obtained  or  maintained,  whether 
recorded  or  not.  by  an  employee  or 
contractor  of  VA,  for  the  piupose  of 
seeking  or  performing  VA  program  or 
activity  functions  relating  to  drug  abuse, 
alcoholism,  tests  for  or  infection  with 
the  human  immunodeficiency  virus,  or 
sickle  cell  anemia  regarding  an 
identifiable  patient.  A  program  or 
activity  function  relating  to  drug  abuse, 
alcoholism,  infection  with  the  human 
immunodeficiency  virus,  or  sickle  cell 
anemia  includes  evaluation,  treatment, 
education,  training,  rehabilitation, 
research,  or  referrd  for  one  of  these 
conditions.  Sections  1.460  through 

1.499  of  this  part  apply  to  a  primary  or 
other  diagnosis,  or  other  information 
which  identifies,  or  could  reasonably  be 
expected  to  identify,  a  patient  as  having 
a  drug  or  alcohol  abuse  condition. 
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infection  vrith  the  human 
immunodefidency  virus,  (x  sickle  cell 
anemia  (e.g.,  alcoholic  psychosis,  drug 
dependence),  but  cmly  if  such  diagnosis 
or  information  is  received,  obtained  or 
maintained  for  the  purpose  of  seeking  ot 
performing  one  of  the  above  program  or 
activity  hu^ons.  Sections  1.460 
through  1.499  of  this  part  do  not  apply 
if  such  diagnosis  or  other  information  is 
not  receiv^,  obtained  or  maintained  for 
the  purpose  of  seeking  (S'  performing  a 
function  or  activity  relating  to  drug 
abuse,  alcoholism,  infection  with  die 
human  immunodefidency  virus,  or 
sickle  cell  anemia  for  the  patient  in 
question.  Whenever  such  diagnosis  or 
other  information,  not  originally 
received  or  obtained  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  cx  providing  one  of  the  above 
program  or  activity  fiuKrtions,  is 
subsequently  used  in  connection  with 
such  program  or  activity  functions, 
those  original  entries  become  a  "record” 
and  §§  1.46G  through  1.499  of  this  part 
thereafter  apply  to  those  ratries. 
Segregability:  These  regulations  do  not 
apply  to  records  or  information 
contained  therein,  the  disclosure  of 
whidi  (the  drcumstances  surrounding 
the  disclosure  having  been  considered) 
could  not  reasonably  be  expected  to 
disclose  the  fact  that  a  patient  has  been 
conneded  with  a  VA  program  or 
activity  function  relating  to  drug  abuse, 
alcoholism,  infection  with  the  human 
immunodeficiency  virus,  or  sickle  cell 
anemia. 

(1)  The  following  are  examples  of 
instances  whereby  records  or 
information  relat^  to  alcoholism  or 
drug  abuse  are  covered  by  the 
provisions  of  §§  1.460  through  1.499  of 
this  part: 

(1)  A  patient  with  alcoholic  delirium 
tremens  is  admitted  for  detoxification. 
The  patient  is  offered  treatment  in  a  VA 
alcohol  rehabilitation  program  which  he 
declines. 

(ii)  A  patient  who  is  diagnosed  as  a 
drug  abuser  applies  for  and  is  provided 
VA  drug  rehabilitation  treatment. 

(iii)  While  rmdergoing  treatment  for 
an  unrelated  medical  condition,  a 
patient  discvisses  with  the  physician  his 
use  and  abuse  of  alcohoL  The  ph3rsician 
offws  VA  alcohol  r^iabilitation 
treatment  whidi  is  declined  by  the 
patient. 

(2)  The  following  are  examples  of 
instances  whereby  records  or 
informatimi  relai^  to  alcoholism  w 
drug  abuse  are  not  covered  by  the 
provisiems  of  §§  1.460  throu^  1.499  of 
this  part: 

(i)  A  patient  with  alcoholic  delirium 
tremens  is  admitted  for  detoxification, 
treated  and  released  with  no  counseling 


or  treatment  for  the  underlying 
condition  of  alcoholism. 

(ii)  While  imdergoing  treatment  for  an 
unrelated  medical  condition,  a  patient 
informs  the  physidan  of  a  history  of 
drug  abuse  fifteen  years  eartier  with  no 
ingestion  of  drugs  since.  The  history 
and  diagnosis  of  drug  abuse  is 
documented  in  the  hospital  summary 
and  no  treatment  is  sought  by  the 
patient  or  offered  or  provided  by  VA 
during  the  current  period  of  treatment. 

(iii)  While  undergoing  treatment  for 
injuries  sustained  in  an  aeddent,  a 
patient’s  medical  record  is  documented 
to  support  the  judgment  of  the 
physidan  to  {^escribe  certain  alternate 
medications  in  order  to  avoid  possible 
drug  interactions  in  view  of  the  patient's 
enroUmoit  and  treatment  in  a  non-VA 
methadone  maintenance  program.  The 
patient  states  that  continued  treatment 
and  fcdlow-up  will  be  obtained  from 
private  physidans  and  VA  treatment  for 
the  drug  abuse  is  not  sought  by  the 
patient  nor  provided  or  offered  by  the 
staff. 

(l)  Third  party  payer.  The  term  “third 
party  pay»”  means  a  person  who  pays, 
or  agr^  to  pay.  for  diagnosis  or 
treatment  furnished  to  a  patimit  on  the 
basis  of  a  contractual  relaticmship  with 
the  patient  or  a  member  of  his  or  her 
family  or  on  the  basis  of  the  patient’s 
eligibility  for  Federal,  State,  or  local 
governmental  benefits. 

(m)  Treatment  The  tmn  "treatment” 
means  the  management  and  care  of  a 
patient  for  drug  abuse,  alcoholism  or 
alcohol  abuse,  infection  with  the  human 
immimodefidency  virus,  or  sickle  cell 
anemia,  or  a  condition  which  is 
identified  as  having  been  caused  by  cme 
or  more  of  these  conditions,  in  order  to 
reduce  or  eliminate  the  adverse  effects 
upon  the  patient.  The  term  indudes 
testing  for  the  human 
immunodefidency  virus  or  sickle  cell 
anemia. 

(n)  Undercover  agent  The  term 
"undercover  agmt”  means  an  officer  of 
any  Federal,  State,  or  local  law 
enforcement  agency  who  becomes  a 
patient  or  emplo3ree  for  the  purpose  of 
investigating  a  suspected  violation  of 
law  or  who  pursues  that  purpose  after 
becoming  a  (Mtient  or  bectuning 
employed  for  other  purposes. 

(Authority;  38  U.S.C  7334) 

s  1.461  AppUcabHHy. 

(a)  General. — (1)  Restrictions  on 
disclosure.  The  restrictions  on 
disclosure  in  these  regulaticms  apply  to 
any  information  wheUier  or  not 
recorded,  whidi: 

(i)  Would  identify  a  patient  as  an 
alcohol  or  drug  ahuser,  an  individual 
tested  for  or  infected  with  the  human 


immunodefidency  virus  (HIV),  hereafter 
referred  to  as  HIV,  or  an  individual  with 
sickle  cell  anemia,  either  directly,  by 
reference  to  other  publicly  avail^le 
information,  or  through  verification  of 
such  an  identification  by  another 
person;  and 

(ii)  Is  provided  or  obtained  for  the 
purpose  of  treating  alcohc^  or  drug 
abuse,  infection  with  the  HIV,  or  sickle 
cell  anemia,  making  a  diagnosis  for  that 
treatment,  or  making  a  referral  for  that 
treatment  as  well  as  for  education, 
training,  evaluation,  rehabilitation  and 
research  program  or  activity  purposM. 

(2)  Restriction  on  use.  The  restriction 
on  use  of  information  to  initiate  or 
substantiate  any  criminal  charges 
against  a  patient  at  to  conduct  any 
criminal  investigation  of  a  patient 
applies  to  any  information,  whether  or 
not  recorded,  which  is  maintained  for 
the  purpose  of  treating  drug  abuse, 
alcoholism  or  alcohol  abuse,  infection 
with  the  HIV,  or  sickle  ceU  anemia, 
making  a  diagnosis  for  that  treatment,  or 
making  a  referral  for  that  treatment  as 
well  as  for  education,  training, 
evaluation,  rehabilitation,  and  research 
promum  or  activity  purposes. 

(b)  Period  coverea  as  affecting 
applicabiUty.  The  provisions  of  §§  1.460 
through  1.499  of  tl^  part  apply  to 
record  of  idratity,  diagnosis,  prognosis, 
or  treatment  pertaining  to  any  given 
individual  maintained  over  any  period 
of  time  which,  irrespective  of  whrai  it 
begins,  does  not  end  befme  March  21, 
1972,  in  the  case  of  diagnosis  or 
treatment  for  drug  abuse;  or  before  May 
14. 1974,  in  the  case  of  diagnosis  or 
treatment  for  alcoholism  or  alcxdrol 
abuse;  or  before  September  1. 1973,  in 
the  case  of  testing,  diagnosis  or 
treatment  of  rickle  cell  anemia;  or  before 
May  20, 1988,  in  the  case  of  testing, 
diagnosis  or  treatment  for  an  infection 
with  the  HIV. 

(c)  Exceptions. —  (1)  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs  and  Armed  Forces.  The 
restrictions  on  disclosure  in  §§  1.460 
through  1.499  of  this  part  do  not  apply 
to  communications  of  information 
between  or  among  those  components  of 
VA  who  have  a  need  for  the  informafion 
in  connection  with  their  duties  in  the 
provision  of  health  care,  adjudication  of 
benefits,  or  in  carrying  out 
administrative  re^mnsibilities  related  to 
those  functions,  including  pmonnel  of 
the  Office  of  the  Inspector  Genera)  who 
are  conducting  audits  or  evaluations,  or 
between  such  components  and  the 
Armed  Forces,  of  records  pertaining  to 

a  person  relating  to  a  period  when  such 
person  is  or  was  subj^  to  the  Uniform 
Code  of  Military  Justice.  Similarly,  the 
restrictiems  on  disclosure  in  §  1.460 
through  1.499  of  this  part  do  not  apply 
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to  communications  of  information  to  the 
Department  of  Justice  or  U.S.  Attorneys 
who  are  provid^g  support  in  litigation 
or  possime  litigation  involvii^  VA. 

(2)  Contractor.  The  restrictions  on 
disclosure  in  §§  1.460  through  1.499  of 
this  part  do  not  apply  to 
communications  between  VA  and  a 
contractor  of  information  needed  by  the 
contractor  to  provide  his  or  her  serWces. 

(3)  Crimes  on  VA  premises  or  against 
VA  personnel.  The  restrictions  on 
disclosure  and  use  in  §§  1.460  through 

1.499  of  this  part  do  not  apply  to 
communications  bom  VA  personnel  to 
law  enforcement  officers  which — 

(i)  Are  directly  related  to  a  patient's 
commission  of  a  crime  on  the  premises 
of  the  facility  or  against  personnel  of  VA 
or  to  a  threat  to  commit  such  a  crime; 
and 

(ii)  Are  limited  to  the  circumstances 
of  the  incident,  including  the  patient 
status  of  the  individual  committing  or 
threatening  to  commit  the  crime,  that 
individual's  name  and  address  to  the 
extent  authorized  by  38  U.S.C. 

5701(f)(2),  and  that  individual's  last 
known  whereabouts. 

(4)  Undercover  agents  and 
informants,  (i)  Except  as  specifically 
authorized  by  a  court  order  granted 
under  §  1.495  of  this  part,  VA  may  not 
knowingly  employ,  or  admit  as  a 
patient,  any  rmdercover  agent  or 
informant  in  any  VA  drug  abuse, 
alcoholism  or  alcohol  abuse,  HIV 
infection,  or  sickle  cell  anemia 
treatment  program. 

(ii)  No  information  obtained  by  an 
undercover  agent  or  informant,  whether 
or  not  that  undercover  agent  or 
informant  is  placed  in  a  VA  drug  abuse, 
alcoholism  or  alcohol  abuse,  HTV 
infecticm,  or  sickle  cell  anemia 
treatment  program  pursuant  to  an 
authorizing  court  order,  may  be  used  to 
criminally  investigate  or  prosecute  any 
patient  unless  authorized  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  $  1.493  of  this  part 

(iii)  The  enrolhnent  of  an  undercover 
agent  or  informant  in  a  treatment  unit 
shall  not  be  deemed  a  violation  of  this 
section  if  the  enrollment  is  solely  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  the  individual  to 
obtain  treatment  for  drug  or  alcohol 
abuse,  HIV  infection,  or  sickle  cell 
anemia. 

(d)  Applicability  to  recipients  of 
information. — (1)  Restriction  on  use  of 
information.  In  the  absence  of  a  proper 
§  1.493  court  order,  the  restriction  on 
the  use  of  any  information  subfefit  to 
§§  1.460  through  1.499  of  this  part  to 
initiate  or  substantiate  any  criminal 
charges  against  a  patient  or  to  conduct 
any  criminal  investigation  of  a  patient 
applies  to  any  person  who  obtains  that 
information  from  VA.  regardless  of  the 


status  of  the  person  obtaining  the 
information  or  of  whether  the 
information  was  obtained  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.460  through  1.499  of  this  part. 
This  restriction  on  use  bars,  among 
other  things,  the  introduction  of  that 
information  as  evidence  in  a  criminal 
proceeding  and  any  other  use  of  the 
information  to  investigate  or  prosecute  a 
patient  with  respect  to  a  suspected 
crime.  Information  obtained  by 
undercover  agents  or  informants  (see 
paragraph  (c)  of  this  section)  or  through 
patient  access  (see  $  1.469  of  this  part) 
is  subject  to  the  restriction  on  use. 

(2)  Restrictions  on  disclosures— third- 
party  payers  and  others.  The  restrictions 
on  disclosure  in  §$  1.460  through  1.499 
of  this  part  apply  to  third-party  payers 
and  persons  who,  pursuant  to  a  consent, 
receive  patient  records  directly  from  VA 
and  who  are  notified  of  the  restrictions 
on  redisclosure  of  the  records  in 
accordance  with  §  1.476  of  this  part. 
(Authority;  38  U.S.C  7332(e)  and  7334) 

S  1.462  Confidentiality  restrictiona. 

(a)  General.  The  patient  records  to 
which  §§  1.460  through  1.499  of  this 
part  apply  may  be  disclosed  or  used 
only  as  permitted  by  these  regulations 
and  may  not  otherwise  be  disclosed  or 
used  in  any  civil,  criminal, 
administrative,  or  legislative 
proceedings  conducted  by  any  Federal, 
State,  or  local  authority.  Any  disclosiue 
made  under  these  regulations  must  be 
limited  to  that  information  which  is 
necessary  to  carry  out  the  purpose  of  the 
disclosure. 

(b)  Unconditional  compliance 
required.  The  restrictions  on  disclosure 
and  use  in  §§  1.460  through  1.499  of  this 
part  apply  whether  the  person  seeking 
the  information  already  has  it,  has  other 
means  of  obtaining  it,  is  a  law 
enforcement  or  other  official,  has 
obtained  a  subpoena,  or  asserts  any 
other  justification  for  a  disclosure  or  use 
which  is  not  permitted  by  §§  1.460 
through  1.499  of  this  part.  These 
provisions  do  not  prohibit  VA  from 
acting  accordingly  when  there  is  no 
disclosure  of  information. 

(c)  Acknowledging  the  presence  of 
patients:  responding  to  requests.  (1)  The 
presence  of  an  identified  patient  in  a  VA 
facility  for  the  treatment  or  other  VA 
program  activity  relating  to  drug  abuse, 
alcoholism  or  alcohol  abuse,  infection 
with  the  HIV,  or  sickle  cell  anemia  may 
be  acknowledged  only  if  the  patient's 
written  consent  is  obtained  in 
accordance  with  $  1.475  of  this  part  or 
if  an  authorizing  court  order  is  entered 
in  accordance  mth  §§  1.490  through 

1.499  of  this  part.  Acknowledgement  of 
the  presence  of  an  identified  patient  in 

a  facility  is  permitted  if  the 


acknowledgement  does  not  reveal  that 
the  patient  is  being  treated  for  or  is 
otherwise  involved  in  a  VA  program  or 
activity  concerning  drug  abuse, 
alcoholism  or  alcohol  abuse,  infection 
with  the  HIV.  or  sickle  cell  anemia. 

(2)  Any  answer  to  a  request  for  a 
disclosure  of  patient  records  which  is 
not  permissible  under  $$  1.460  through 

1.499  of  this  part  must  be  made  in  a  way 
that  will  not  affirmatively  reveal  that  an 
identified  individual  has  been,  or  is 
beihg  diagnosed  or  treated  for  drug 
abuse,  alcoholism  or  alcohol  abuse, 
infection  with  the  HIV,  or  sidde  cell 
anemia.  These  regulations  do  not 
restrict  a  disclosure  that  an  identified 
individual  is  not  and  never  has  been  a 
patient. 

(Authority;  38  U.S.C  7334) 

f1.463  Criminai  penalty  for  vioiationa. 

Under  38  U.S.C.  7332(g),  any  person 
who  violates  any  provision  of  this 
statute  or  §§  1.460  through  1.499  of  this 
part  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $5,000 
in  the  case  of  a  first  offense,  and  not 
more  than  $20,000  for  a  subsequent 
offense. 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C  7332(g)) 

f  1.464  Minor  padants. 

(a)  Definition  of  minor.  As  used  in 
§§  1.460  through  1.499  of  this  part  the 
term  “minor"  means  a  person  who  has 
not  attained  the  age  of  majority 
specified  in  the  applicable  State  law.  or 
if  no  age  of  majori^  is  specified  in  the 
applicable  State  law.  the  age  of  eighteen 
years. 

(b)  State  law  not  requiring  parental 
consent  to  treatment.  If  a  minor  patient 
acting  alone  has  the  legal  capacity  tmder 
the  applicable  State  law  to  apply  for  and 
obtain  treatment  for  drug  abuse, 
alcoholism  or  alcohol  abuse,  infection 
with  the  HIV,  or  sickle  cell  anemia,  any 
written  consent  for  disclosure 
authorized  under  §  1.475  of  this  part 
may  be  given  only  by  the  minor  patient. 
This  restriction  includes,  but  is  not 
limited  to,  any  disclosure  of  patient 
identifying  information  to  the  parent  or 
guardian  of  a  minor  patient  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  financial 
reimbursement.  Sections  1.460  through 

1.499  of  this  part  do  not  prohibit  a  VA 
facility  from  refusing  to  provide 
nonemergent  treatment  to  an  otherwise 
ineligible  minor  patient  until  the  minor 
patient  consents  to  the  disclosure 
necessary  to  obtain  reimbursement  for 
services  from  a  third  party  payer. 

(c)  State  law  requiring  parental 
consent  to  treatment.  (1)  Where  State 
law  requires  consent  of  a  parent, 
guardian,  or  other  person  for  a  minor  to 
obtain  treatmmit  ftx  drug  abuse. 
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alcoholism  or  alcohol  abuse,  infection 
with  the  fflV,  or  sickle  cell  anemia,  any 
written  consent  for  disclosure 
authorized  under  §  1.475  of  this  part 
must  be  given  by  both  the  minor  and  his 
or  her  parent,  guardian,  or  other  person 
authori^  under  State  law  to  act  in  the 
minor’s  behalf. 

(2)  Where  State  law  requires  parental 
consent  to  treatment,  the  fact  of  a 
minor’s  application  for  treatment  may 
be  communicated  to  the  minor’s  parent, 
guardian,  or  other  person  authorized 
under  State  law  to  act  in  the  minor’s 
behalf  only  if: 

(i)  The  minor  has  given  written 
consent  to  the  disclosure  in  accordance 
with  §  1.475  of  this  part;  or 

(ii)  The  minor  ladu  the  capacity  to 
m^e  a  rational  choice  regarding  such 
consent  as  judged  by  the  appropriate  VA 
facility  director  under  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section. 

(d)  Minor  applicant  for  service  lacks 
capacity  for  rational  choice.  Facts 
relevant  to  reducing  a  threat  to  the  life 
or  physical  well  being  of  the  applicant 
or  any  other  individual  may  be 
disclased  to  the  parent,  guardian,  or 
other  person  authorized  under  State  law 
to  act  in  the  minor’s  behalf  if  the 
appropriate  VA  facility  director  judges 
that: 

(1)  A  minor  applicant  for  services 
lacks  capacity  because  of  extreme  youth 
or  mental  or  physical  condition  to  make 
a  rational  decision  on  whether  to 
consent  to  a  disclosure  under  §  1.475  of 
this  part  to  his  or  her  parent,  guardian, 
or  other  person  authorized  iinder  State 
law  to  act  in  the  minor’s  behalf,  and 

(2)  The  applicant’s  situation  poses  a 
substantial  threat  to  the  life  or  physical 
well-being  of  the  applicant  or  any  other 
individual  which  may  be  reduced  by 
communicating  relevant  facts  to  the 
minor’s  parent,  guardian,  or  other 
person  authorized  under  State  law  to  act 
in  the  minor’s  behalf. 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C.  7334) 

1 1.465  Incompetent  end  deceased 
patients. 

(a)  Incompetent  patients  other  than 
minors.  In  the  case  of  a  patient  who  has 
been  adjudicated  as  lacking  the 
capacity,  for  any  reason  other  than 
insufficient  age,  to  manage  his  or  her 
own  aHairs,  any  consent  which  is 
required  under  §§  1.460  through  1.499 
of  this  part  may  be  given  by  a  court 
appointed  legal  guardian. 

(b)  Deceased  patients. — (1)  Vital 
statistics.  Sec.  1.460  through  1.499  of 
this  part  do  not  restrict  the  disclosure  of 
patient  identifying  information  relating 
to  the  cause  of  death  of  a  patient  under 
laws  requiring  the  collection  of  death  or 


other  vital  statistics  or  permitting 
inquirv  into  the  cause  of  death. 

(2)  Consent  by  personal 
representative.  Any  other  disclosure  of 
information  identifying  a  deceased 
patient  as  being  treated  for  drug  abuse, 
alcoholism  or  alcohol  abuse,  infection 
with  the  HIV,  or  sickle  cell  anemia  is 
subject  to  §$  1.460  through  1.499  of  this 
part.  If  a  written  consent  to  the 
disclosure  is  required,  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Health  or  designee  may. 
upon  the  prior  written  request  of  the 
next  of  kin,  executor/executrix, 
administrator/administratrix,  or  other 
personal  representative  of  such 
deceased  patient,  disclose  the  contents 
of  such  records,  only  if  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Health  or  designee 
determines  such  disclosure  is  necessary 
to  obtain  sitrvivorship  benefits  for  the 
deceased  patient’s  survivor.  This  would 
include  not  only  VA  benefits,  but  also 
payments  by  the  Social  Security 
Administration,  Worker’s  Compensation 
Boards  or  Commissions,  or  other 
Federal,  State,  or  local  government 
agencies,  or  nongovernment  entities, 
such  as  life  insurance  companies. 
Information  related  to  sickle  cell  anemia 
may  be  released  to  a  blood  relative  of  a 
deceased  veteran  for  medical  follow-up 
or  family  planning  purposes. 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C  7332(b)(3)) 

§1.466  Security  for  records. 

(a)  Written  records  which  are  subject 
to  §§  1.460  through  1.499  of  this  part 
must  be  maintained  in  a  secure  room, 
locked  file  cabinet,  safe  or  other  similar 
container  when  not  in  use.  Access  to 
information  stored  in  computers  will  be 
limited  to  authorized  VA  employees 
who  have  a  need  for  the  information  in 
performing  their  duties.  These  security 
precautions  shall  be  consistent  with  the 
PrivaCT  Act  of  1974  (5  U.S.C.  552a). 

(b)  Bach  VA  facility  shall  adopt  in 
writing  procedures  related  to  the  access 
to  and  use  of  records  which  are  subject 
to  §§  1.460  through  1.499  of  this  part. 
(Authority:  38  U.S.C.  7334) 

§1.467  Reatrlctiona  on  the  use  of 
Identification  cards  sikI  public  signs. 

(a)  No  facility  may  require  any  patient 
to  carry  on  their  person  while  away 
fiom  the  facility  premises  any  card  or 
other  object  which  would  identify  the 
patient  as  a  participant  in  any  VA  drug 
abuse,  alcoholism  or  alcohol  abuse,  HIV 
infection,  or  sickle  cell  anemia 
treatment  program.  A  facility  may 
require  patients  to  use  or  carry  cards  or 
other  identification  objects  on  the 
premises  of  a  facility.  Patients  may  not 
be  required  to  wear  clothing  or  colored 
identification  bracelets  or  display 
objects  openly  to  all  facility  staff  or 


others  which  would  identify  them  as 
being  treated  for  drug  or  alcohol  abuse, 
HIV  infection,  or  sickle  cell  anemia. 

(b)  Treatment  locations  should  not  be 
identified  by  signs  that  would  identify 
individuals  entering  or  exiting  these 
locations  as  patients  enrolled  in  a  drug 
or  alcohol  abuse,  HIV  infection,  or 
sickle  cell  anemia  program  or  activity. 
(Authority:  38  U.S.C  7334) 

§  1.468  Ralationship  to  Fodoral  statutM 
protecting  research  subjects  against 
compuls^  disclosure  of  thsk  identity. 

(a)  Research  privilege  description. 
There  may  be  concurrent  coverage  of 
patient  identifying  information  by  the 
provisions  of  §§  1.460  through  1.499  of 
this  part  and  by  administrative  action 
taken  under  sec.  303(a)  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act  (42  U.S.C.  241(d) 
and  the  implementing  regulations  at  42 
CFR  part  2a);  or  sec.  502(c)  of  the 
Controlled  Substances  Act  (21  U.S.C. 
872(c)  and  the  implementing  regulations 
at  21  CFR  1316.21).  These  “research 
privilege’’  statutes  confer  on  the 
Secretary  of  Health  and  Human  Services 
and  on  the  Attorney  General, 
respectively,  the  power  to  authorize 
researchers  conducting  certain  types  of 
research  to  withhold  from  all  persons 
not  connected  with  the  resear^  the 
names  and  other  identifying  information 
concerning  individuals  who  are  the 
subjects  of  the  research. 

(b)  Effect  of  concurrent  coverage. 
Sections  1.460  through  1.499  of  this  part 
restrict  the  disclosure  and  use  of 
information  about  patients,  while 
administrative  action  taken  under  the 
research  privilege  statutes  and 
implementing  regulations  protects  a 
person  engaged  in  applicable  research 
from  being  compelled  to  disclose  any 
identifying  characteristics  of  the 
individuals  who  are  the  subjects  of  that 
research.  The  issuance  under  §§  1.490 
through  1.499  of  this  part  of  a  court 
order  authorizing  a  disclosure  of 
information  about  a  patient  does  not 
affect  an  exercise  of  authority  under 
these  research  privilege  statutes. 
However,  the  research  privilege  granted 
under  21  CFR  291.505(g)  to  treatment 
programs  using  methadone  for 
maintenance  treatment  does  not  protect 
fi^om  compulsory  disclosure  any 
information  which  is  permitted  to  be 
disclosed  under  those  regulations.  Thus, 
if  a  court  order  entered  in  accordance 
with  §§  1.490  through  1.499  of  this  part 
authorizes  a  VA  facility  to  disclose 
certain  information  about  its  patients, 
the  facility  may  not  invoke  the  research 
privilege  under  21  CFR  291.505(g)  as  a 
defense  to  a  subpoena  for  that 
information. 
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(Authority:  38  U.S.C  7334) 

f1.468  PaliMit  accMS  and  raatrictSona  on 
tiaa. 

(a)  Patient  access  not  prohibited. 
Sections  1.460  through  1.499  of  this  part 
do  not  prohibit  a  facility  from  giving  a 
patient  access  to  his  or  her  own  records, 
including  the  opportunity  to  inspect 
and  copy  any  records  that  VA  maintains 
about  the  patient,  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Privacy  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
552a(d)(l))  and  38  CFR  1.577.  If  the 
patient  is  accompanied,  giving  access  to 
the  patient  and  the  accompanying 
person  will  require  a  written  consent  by 
the  patient  which  is  provided  in 
accordance  mth  §  1.475  of  this  part. 

.(b)  Restrictions  on  use  of  information. 
Information  obtained  by  patient  access 
to  patient  record  is  subject  to  the 
restriction  on  use  of  thto  information  to 
initiate  or  substantiate  any  criminal 
charges  against  the  patient  or  to  conduct 
any  crim^al  investigation  of  the  patient 
as  provided  for  under  §  1.461(d)(1)  of 
this  part. 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C  7334) 

§11.470-1.474  [RMerved] 

Disclosures  With  Patient’s  Consent 

f1.47S  Form  of  written  consent 

(а)  Required  elements.  A  written 
consent  to  a  disclosure  under  §§  1.460 
through  1.499  of  this  part  must  include: 

(1)  The  name  of  the  facility  permitted 
to  make  the  disclosure  (such  a 
designation  does  not  predude  the 
release  of  records  from  other  VA  health 
care  fadlities  unless  a  restriction  is 
stated  on  the  consent). 

(2)  The  name  or  title  of  the  individual 
or  the  name  of  the  organization  to  which 
disclosure  is  to  be  made. 

(3)  The  name  of  the  patient. 

(4)  The  purpose  of  the  disdc^ure. 

(5)  How  much  and  what  kind  of 
information  is  to  be  disdosed. 

(б)  The  signature  of  the  patient  and. 
when  required  for  a  patient  who  is  a 
minor,  the  signature  of  a  person 
authorized  to  give  consent  under  §  1.464 
of  this  part;  or,  when  required  for  a 
patient  who  is  incompetent  or  deceased, 
the  signature  of  a  person  authorized  to 
sign  under  §  1.465  of  this  part  in  lieu  of 
the  patient. 

(7)  Tlie  date  on  which  the  consent  is 
signed. 

(8)  A  statement  that  the  consent  is 
subject  to  revocation  at  any  time  except 
to  the  extent  that  the  fadlity  which  is 

to  make  the  disdosure  has  already  acted 
in  reliance  on  it.  Acting  in  reliance 
includes  the  provision  of  treatment 
services  in  reliance  on  a  valid  consent 
to  disclose  information  to  a  third  party 
payer. 


(9)  The  date,  event,  or  condition  upon 
which  the  consent  will  expire  if  not 
revoked  before.  This  date,  event,  or 
condition  must  ensure  that  the  consent 
will  last  no  longer  than  reasonably 
necessary  to  serve  the  purpose  for 
which  it  is  given. 

(b)  Expire,  deficient,  or  false 
consent.  A  disdosiue  may  not  be  made 
on  the  basis  of  a  consent  which: 

(1)  Has  expired; 

(2)  On  its  face  substantially  fails  to 
conform  to  any  of  the  requirements  set 
forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section: 

(3)  Is  wown  to  have  been  revoked;  or 

(4)  Is  known,  or  through  a  reasonable' 
effort  could  be  known,  by  responsible 
personnel  of  VA  to  be  materially  false. 

(c)  Notification  of  deficient  consent. 
Other  than  the  patient,  no  person  or 
entity  may  be  advised  that  a  spedal 
consent  is  required  in  order  to  disdose 
information  relating  to  an  individual 
paitidpating  in  a  c^g  abuse, 
alcoholism  or  alcohol  abuse,  HIV,  or 
sickle  cell  anemia  program  or  activity. 
Where  a  person  or  entity  presents  VA 
with  an  insuffident  written  consent  for 
information  proteded  by  38  U.S.C. 

7332,  VA  must,  in  the  process  of 
obtaining  a  legally  sufficient  consent, 
correspond  only  with  the  patient  whose 
records  are  involved,  or  the  legal 
guardian  of  an  incompetent  patient  or 
next  of  Idn  of  a  deceased  patient,  and 
not  with  any  other  person. 

(d)  It  is  not  necessary  to  use  any 
particular  form  to  establish  a  consent 
referred  to  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section,  however,  VA  Form  10-5345. 
titled  Request  for  and  Consent  to 
Release  of  Medical  Records  Proteded  by 
38  U.S.C  7332,  may  be  used  for  sudi 
purpose. 

(Authority;  38  U.S.C  7332(a)(2)  and  (b)(1)) 

i  1.476  Prohibition  on  recfiedoaure. 

Each  disclosure  under  §§  1.460 
through  1.499  of  this  part  made  with  the 
patient’s  written  consent  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  written  statement 
similar  to  the  following:  Hiis 
information  has  been  disclosed  to  you 
from  records  proteded  by  Federal 
confidentiality  rules  (38  CFR  part  1). 

The  Federal  rules  prohibit  you  frnm 
making  any  further  disclosure  of  this 
information  unless  further  disclosure  is 
expressly  permitted  by  the  written 
consent  of  the  person  to  whom  it 
pertains  or  as  otherwise  permitted  by  38 
CFR  part  1.  A  general  authorization  for 
the  release  of  medical  or  other 
information  is  NOT  suffident  for  this 
purpose.  The  Federal  rules  restrid  any 
use  of  the  information  to  oriminally 
investigate  or  prosecute  any  alcohol  or 
drug  abuse  patient  or  patient  with  sickle 
cell  anemia  or  HIV  infedion. 


(Authority:  38  U.S.C  7334) 

1 1.477  Diedoauree  pennitled  vrtlh  wrinm 
consent 

If  a  patient  consents  to  a  disdosure  of 
his  or  her  records  under  §  1.475  of  this 
part,  a  facility  may  disclose  those 
records  in  accordance  with  that  consent 
to  any  individual  or  organization  named 
in  the  consent,  except  that  disdosures 
to  central  registries  and  in  connection 
with  crimind  justice  referrals  must  meet 
the  requirements  of  §§  1.478  and  1.479 
of  this  part,  respectively. 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C  7332(bKl)) 

§1.478  Disdosures  to  prevent  miMpIs 
enrdimsnts  in  detoxification  and 
maintonanoe  treatment  programe;  not 
applicable  to  records  relating  to  sldds  es8 
anemia  or  infection  «vith  the  MV. 

(a)  Definitions.  For  purposes  of  this 
sedion: 

(1)  Central  registry  means  an 
organization  which  obtains  from  two  or 
more  member  programs  patient 
identifying  information  about 
individuals  applying  for  maintenance 
treatment  or  detoxification  treatment  for 
the  purpose  of  avoiding  an  individual’s 
concurrent  enrollment  in  more  than  one 
pro^m. 

(2)  Detoxification  treatment  means  the 
dispensing  of  a  narcotic  drug  in 
decreasing  doses  to  an  individual  in 
order  to  r^uce  or  eUminate  adverse 
physiological  or  psychological  effods 
inddent  to  withdrawal  from  the 
sustained  use  of  a  narcotic  drug. 

(3)  Maintenance  treatment  means  the 
dispensing  of  a  narcotic  drug  in  the 
treatment  of  an  individual  for 
dependence  upon  heroin  or  other 
morphine-like  drugs. 

(4;  Member  program  means  a  non-VA 
detoxification  treatment  or  maintenance 
treatment  program  which  reports  patient 
identifying  information  to  a  central 
registry  and  which  is  in  the  same  State 
as  that  central  registry  or  is  not  more 
than  125  miles  from  any  border  of  the 
State  in  which  the  central  registry  is 
located. 

(b)  Restrictions  on  disclosure.  VA  may 
disclose  patient  records  to  a  central 
registry  which  is  located  in  the  same 
State  or  is  not  more  than  125  miles  frnm 
any  border  of  the  State  or  to  any  non- 
VA  detoxification  or  maintenance 
treatment  program  not  more  than  200 
miles  away  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  the  multiple  enrollment  of  a 
patient  only  if: 

(1)  The  disclosure  is  made  when: 

(i)  The  patient  is  accepted  for 
treatment; 

(ii)  The  type  or  dosage  of  the  drug  is 
chan«d;  or 

(iii)  The  treatment  is  interrupted, 
resumed  or  terminated. 
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(2)  The  disclosure  is  limited  to: 

(i)  Patient  identifying  information; 

(ii)  Type  and  dosage  of  the  drug:  and 

(iii)  Relevant  dates. 

(3)  The  disclosure  is  made  with  the 
patient's  written  consent  meeting  the 
requirements  of  §  1.475  of  this  part, 
except  that; 

(i)  The  consent  must  list  the  name  and 
address  of  each  central  registry  and  each 
known  non-VA  detoxification  or 
maintenance  treatment  program  to 
which  a  disclosure  will  M  made;  and 

(ii)  The  consent  may  authorize  a 
disclosure  to  any  non-VA  detoxification 
or  maintenance  treatment  program 
established  within  200  miles  after  the 
consent  is  given  without  naming  any 
such  program. 

(c)  Use  of  information  limited  to 
prevention  of  multiple  enrollments.  A 
central  registry  and  any  non-VA 
detoxification  or  maintenance  treatment 
program  to  which  information  is 
disclosed  to  prevent  multiple 
enrollments  may  not  redisclose  or  use 
patient  identifying  information  for  any 
purpose  other  than  the  prevention  of 
multiple  enrollments  imless  authorized 
by  a  court  order  tmder  §§  1.490  through 
1.499  of  this  part. 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C  7334) 

}  1.479  Discioeures  to  elements  of  the 
criminal  )ustice  system  which  have  referrsd 
patients. 

(a)  VA  may  disclose  information 
about  a  patient  from  records  covered  by 
§§  1.460  through  1.499  of  this  part  to 
those  persons  within  the  criminal 
justice  system  which  have  made 
participation  in  a  VA  treatment  program 
a  condition  of  the  disposition  of  any 
criminal  proceedings  against  the  patient 
or  of  the  patient’s  parole  or  other  release 
from  custody  if: 

(1)  The  disclosure  is  made  only  to 
those  individuals  within  the  criminal 
justice  system  who  have  a  need  for  the 
information  in  connection  with  their 
duty  to  monitor  the  patient’s  progress 
(e.g.,  a  prosecuting  attorney  who  is 
withholding  charges  against  the  patient, 
a  court  granting  pretrial  or  posttrial 
release,  probation  or  parole  officers 
responsible  for  supervision  of  the 
patient);  and 

(2)  The  patient  has  signed  a  written 
consent  as  a  condition  of  admission  to 
the  treatment  program  meeting  the 
requirements  of  §  1.475  of  this  part 
(except  paragraph  (a)(8)  which  is 
inconsistent  with  the  revocation 
provisions  of  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section)  and  the  requirements  of 
paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  of  this  section. 

(b)  Duration  of  consent.  The  written 
consent  must  state  the  period  during 


which  it  remains  in  effect.  This  period 
must  be  reasonable,  taking  into  account: 

(1)  The  anticipate  len^i  of  the 
treatment  recognizing  that  revocation  of 
consent  may  not  generally  be  effected 
while  treatment  is  ongoing; 

(2)  The  type  of  criminal  proceeding 
involved,  the  need  for  the  information 
in  connection  with  the  final  disposition 
of  that  proceeding,  and  when  the  final 
disposition  will  occur;  and 

(3)  Such  other  factors  as  the  facility, 
the  patient,  and  the  person(s)  who  will 
receive  the  disclosure  consider 
pertinent. 

(c)  Revocation  of  consent.  The  written 
consent  must  state  that  it  is  revocable 
upon  the  passage  of  a  specified  amount 
of  time  or  the  occurrence  of  a  specified, 
ascertainable  event.  The  time  or 
occurrence  upon  which  consent 
becomes  revocable  may  be  no  earlier 
than  the  individual’s  completion  of  the 
treatment  program  and  no  later  than  the 
final  disposition  of  the  conditional 
release  or  other  action  in  connection 
with  which  consent  was  given. 

(d)  Restrictions  on  redisclosure  and 
use.  A  person  who  receives  patient 
information  \mder  this  section  may 
redisclose  and  use  it  only  to  carry  out 
that  person’s  official  duties  with  regard 
to  the  patient’s  conditional  release  or 
other  action  in  connection  with  which 
the  consent  was  given,  including  parole. 
(Authority:  38  U.S.C  7334) 

ff  1.480-1.484  [Reearved] 

Disclosures  Without  Patient  Consent 

§1.485  Medical  emergencies. 

(a)  General  rule.  Under  the  procedures 
required  by  paragraph  (c)  of  tffis  section, 
patient  identifying  information  fi'om 
records  covered  by  §§  1.460  through 
1.499  of  this  part  may  be  disclosed  to 
medical  personnel  who  have  a  need  for 
information  about  a  patient  for  the 
purpose  of  treating  a  condition  which 
poses  an  immediate  threat  to  the  health 
of  any  individual  and  which  requires 
immediate  medical  intervention. 

(b)  Special  rule.  Patient  identifying 
information  may  be  disclosed  to 
medical  personnel  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  who  assert  a 
reason  to  believe  that  the  health  of  any 
individual  may  be  threatened  by  an 
error  in  the  manufacture,  labeling,  or 
sale  of  a  product  under  FDA 
jurisdiction,  and  that  the  information 
will  be  used  for  the  exclusive  purpose 
of  notifying  patients  or  their  physicians 
of  potential  dangers. 

(c)  Procedures.  Immediately  following 
disclosure,  any  VA  employee  making  an 
oral  disclosure  imder  authority  of  this 
section  shall  make  an  accounting  of  the 


disclosure  in  accordance  with  the 
Privacy  Act  (5  U.S.C  552a(c)  and  38 
CFR  1.576(c))  and  document  the 
disclosure  in  the  patient’s  records 
setting  forth  in  writing: 

(1)  The  name  and  address  of  the 
m^ical  personnel  to  whom  disclosure 
was  made  and  their  affiliation  with  any 
health  care  facility: 

(2)  The  name  of  the  individual 
makiim  the  disclosure; 

(3)  ’Tne  date  and  time  of  the 
disclosure: 

(4)  The  nature  of  the  emergency  (or 
error,  if  the  report  was  to  FDA); 

(5)  The  information  disclosed;  and 

(6)  The  authority  for  making  the 
disclosure  (§  1.485  of  this  part). 
(Authority:  38  U.S.C  7332(b)(2)(A)) 

§  1.486  Discloaure  of  information  relatad 
to  Infection  with  the  human 
immunodeficiency  virua  to  public  health 
authoritiea. 

(a)  In  the  case  of  any  record  which  is 
maintained  in  connet^on  with  the 
performance  of  any  program  or  activity 
relating  to  infection  wiffi  the  HIV, 
information  may  be  disclosed  to  a 
Federal.  State,  or  local  public  health 
authority,  charged  under  Federal  or 
State  law  with  the  protection  of  the 
public  health,  and  to  which  Federal  or 
State  law  requires  disclosure  of  such 
record,  if  a  qualified  representative  of 
such  authority  has  made  a  written 
request  that  such  record  be  provided  as 
required  pursuant  to  such  law  for  a 
purpose  authorized  by  such  law.  In  the 
case  of  a  State  law,  such  law  must,  in 
order  for  VA  to  be  able  to  release  patient 
name  and  address  information  in 
accordance  with  38  U.S.C.  5701(f)(2), 
provide  for  a  penalty  or  fine  or  other 
sanction  to  be  assessed  against  those 
individuals  who  are  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  public  health 
authority  but  fail  to  comply  with  the 
reporting  requirements. 

(b)  A  person  to  whom  a  record  is 
disclosed  under  this  section  may  not 
redisclose  or  use  such  record  for  a 
purpose  other  than  that  for  which  the 
disclosme  was  made. 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C.  7332(b)(2)(C)) 

§  1.487  DIeclosure  of  Information  related 
to  Infection  with  the  human 
Immunodeficiency  virus  to  the  spouse  or 
sexual  partner  of  the  patient 

(a)  Subject  to  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section,  a  physician  or  a  professional 
counselor  may  disclose  information  or 
records  indicating  that  a  patient  is 
infected  with  the  HIV  if  the  disclostire 
is  made  to  the  spouse  of  the  patient,  or 
to  an  individual  whom  the  patient  has, 
during  the  process  of  professional 
counselling  or  of  testing  to  determine 
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whether  the  ratient  is  infected  with 
such  virus,  identified  as  beii^  a  sexual 
partner  of  such  patient 

(b)  A  disclosure  under  this  section 
may  be  made  only  if  the  physician  or 
counselor,  after  making  reasonable 
efibits  to  counsel  and  encours^  the 
patient  to  provide  the  infminatian  to  the 
spouse  or  sexual  partner,  rea8(md>ly 
believes  that  the  patient  will  not 
provide  the  information  to  the  nxmse  or 
sexual  partner  and  that  the  disclosure  is 
neoess^  to  protect  the  health  of  the 
spouse  or  sexual  partner. 

(c)  A  disclosure  under  this  section 
may  be  made  by  a  physician  or 
counselor  othw  thra  the  physician  or 
counselor  referred  to  in  paiagmph  (b)  of 
this  section  if  such  phyiician  or 
counselor  is  unavailable  reason  of 
extended  absence  or  termination  of 
employment  to  make  the  disclosure. 
(Authority:  38  U.S.C  7332(b)) 

11.488  Raaearch  acttvMaa. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  38  U.S.C. 
5701, 38  CFR  1.509-1.527,  the  Privacy 
Act  (5  U.S.C  552a).  38  CFR  1.575-1.584 
and  the  following  paragraphs,  patient 
medical  record  information  covered  by 
§§  1.460  throu^  1.499  of  this  part  may 
be  disclosed  for  the  purpose  of 
conducting  scientific  rMearch. 

(a)  Infor^ticm  in  individually 
identifiable  form  may  be  disclo^  from 
records  covered  by  §$  1.460  through 

1.499  of  this  part  ror  the  purpose  Si 
conducting  scientific  reseanm  if  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Health  or  designee 
makes  a  determination  that  the  recipient 
of  the  patient  identifyins  information: 

(1)  Is  qualified  to  conduct  the 
research; 

(2)  Has  a  researdi  protocol  under 
wUch  the  information: 

(i)  Will  be  maintained  in  accordance 
with  the  security  requirements  of 
§  1.466  of  this  part  (or  more  stringent 
retirements);  and 

Ui)  Will  not  be  redisclosed  except  as 
permitted  under  paragraph  (b)  of  ^is 
section,  and; 

(3)  Hu  furaished  a  written  statement 
that  the  research  protocol  has  been 
revievred  by  an  independent  group  of 
three  or  more  individuals  who  found 
that  the  rights  of  patimts  would  be 
adequately  protected  and  that  the 
potential  benefits  of  the  research 
outweigh  any  potential  risks  to  patient 
confidentiality  posed  by  the  disclosure 
of  records. 

(b)  A  person  conducting  research  may 
disclose  information  obtafoed  imder 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  only  back 
to  VA  and  may  not  identify  any 
individual  patient  in  any  report  of  that 
research  or  otherwise  disclose  patient 
identities. 


(Authority:  38  UA.C  7332(bX2XB)) 

11.488  Audit  and  evaluation  activWss. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  38  U.S.C. 
5701, 38  CFR  1.500-1.527,  the  Privacy 
Act  (5  U.S.C  552a),  38  CFR  1.575- 

patient  medical  records  c^^^d^y 
§§  1.460  throu^  1.499  of  this  part  may 
be  disclosed  outside  VA  for  the 
purposes  of  conducting  audit  and 
evaluation  activities. 

(a)  Records  not  copied.  If  patient 
records  covered  by  §§  1.460  through 

1.499  of  this  part  are  not  copied,  patient 
identifying  information  may  be 
disclo^  in  the  course  of  a  review  of 
records  on  VA  facility  premises  to  any 
person  who  agrees  in  voting  to  cmnply 
with  the  limitations  on  rediMdosura  and 
use  in  paragraph  (d)  of  this  section  and: 

(1)  Where  audit  or  evaluation 
functions  are  performed  by  a  State  or 
Federal  governmental  agency  on  behalf 
of  VA;  or 

(2)  Who  is  determined  by  the  VA 
facility  director  to  be  qualified  to 
conduct  the  audit  or  evaluation 
activities. 

(b)  Copying  of  records.  Records 
containing  patient  identifying 
information  may  be  copied  by  any 
person  who: 

(1)  Agrees  in  writing  to: 

(1)  Maintain  the  patient  identifying 
information  in  accordance  with  the 
security  requirements  provided  in 

§  1.466  of  tms  part  (or  mme  stringent 
requirements); 

(ii)  Destroy  all  the  patient  identifying 
information  upon  completion  of  the 
audit  or  evaluation;  and 

(iii)  CtHnply  vdth  the  limitations  on 
disclosure  and  use  in  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section;  and 

(2)  Who  is  determined  by  the  VA 
m^ical  fedlity  Director  to  be  qualified 
to  conduct  the  audit  or  evaluation 
activities. 

(c)  Congfessional  oversight.  Records 
subject  to  §§  1.460  through  1.499  of  this 
part  shall  be  released  to  congressional 
committees  or  subcommittees  for 
program  oversight  and  evaluation  if 
such  records  pertain  to  any  matter 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  such 
committee  or  subcommittee. 

(d)  Limitation  on  disclosure  and  use. 
Records  containing  patiwit  identifying 
informatimi  disclra^  under  this  section 
may  be  disclosed  only  back  to  VA  and 
used  only  to  carry  out  an  audit  or 
evaluation  purpose,  or,  to  investigate  or 
prosecute  criminal  or  other  activities  as 
authorized  by  a  court  order  entered 
under  S  1.494  of  this  part 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C  7332(bK2MB)) 


Court  Orders  Aufiiorizing  Disdosnres 
and  Use 

f1.490  Legal  eHeclolonlar. 

The  records  to  vdiich  $S  1.460 
through  1.499  of  this  part  apply  may  be 
disclosed  if  authorized  by  an 
appropriate  order  of  a  court  of 
competent  jurisdiction  (either  Federal  or 
State)  granted  after  application  showing 
good  cause  therefore.  In  assessing  good 
cause  the  court  is  statutorily  retpd^  to 
weigh  the  public  interest  and  tM  need 
for  ^sclosure  against  the  injury  to  the 
patient  or  subje^,  to  the  physician- 
patient  relationship,  and  to  the 
treatment  services.  Upon  the  granting  of 
such  order,  the  court,  in  deteraoining  the 
extent  to  which  any  disdosuie  of  all  or 
any  part  of  any  record  is  necessary,  is 
required  by  statute  to  impose 
appropriate  safeguards  against 
unauthorized  disclosure.  An  order  of  a 
court  of  competent  jurisdiction.  Federal 
or  State,  to  produce  recmds  subject  to 
§§  1.460  through  1.499  of  this  p^  «riU 
not  be  sufficient  unless  the  order 
reflects  that  the  court  has  complied  with 
the  requirements  of  38  U.S.C 
7332(b)(2)(D).  Such  an  order  from  a 
Federal  court  compels  disclosure. 
However,  such  an  order  from  a  State 
court  only  acts  to  authmize  the 
Secretary  to  exercise  discretion 
pursuant  to  38  U.S.C  5701(b)(5)  and  38 
CFR  1.511  to  disclose  such  records.  It 
does  not  compel  disclosure. 

(Authority;  38  U.S.C  7332(bX2)(D)) 

S1.491  Order  not  applicable  to  records 
disclosed  without  eonsstrt  to  rsssarchsrs, 
auditors  and  evaluators. 

A  court  order  under  §§  1.480  through 

1.499  of  this  part  may  not  authorize 
qualified  personnel,  who  have  received 
patient  identifying  information  frtxn  VA 
without  consent  for  the  purpose  of 
conducting  research,  audit  or 
evaluation,  to  disclose  that  information 
or  use  it  to  conduct  any  criminal 
investigation  or  prosecution  of  a  patient. 
However,  a  court  order  under  $  1.494  of 
this  part  may  authorize  disclosure  and 
use  of  records  to  investigate  or 
prosecute  VA  personnel. 

(Authority:  38  U.S.a  7334) 

f  1.492  Proesdursa  and  crHsrla  for  orders 
authorizing  (Hsdosurss  for  noncrimlniri 
purposes. 

(a)  Application.  An  order  authorizing 
the  disclosure  of  patient  records  covert 
by  §§  1.460  throu^  1.499  of  this  part  for 
purposes  other  than  criminal 
investigation  or  prosecution  may  be 
applied  for  by  any  person  having  a 
legally  recognized  interest  in  the 
disclosure  whidi  is  sought.  The 
application  may  be  filed  separately  or  as 
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part  of  a  pending  civil  action  in  which 
it  appears  that  the  patient  records  are 
needed  to  provide  evidence.  An 
application  must  use  a  fictitious  name, 
such  as  )ohn  Doe.  to  refer  to  any  patient 
and  may  not  contain  or  otherwise 
disclose  any  patient  identifying 
information  unless  the  patient  is  the 
applicant  or  has  given  a  written  consent 
(meeting  the  requirements  of  §  1.475  of 
this  part)  to  disdosure  or  the  court  has 
ordered  the  record  of  the  proceeding 
sealed  from  public  scrunity. 

(b)  Notice.  The  patient  and  VA  facility 
from  whom  disclosure  is  sought  must  be 
given: 

(1)  Adequate  notice  in  a  manner 
which  will  not  disclose  patient 
identifying  information  to  other 
persons;  and 

(2)  An  opportunity  to  file  a  written 
response  to  the  application,  or  to  appear 
in  person,  for  the  limited  piurpose  of 
providing  evidence  on  whether  the 
statutory  and  regulatory  criteria  for  the 
issuance  of  the  court  order  are  met. 

(c)  Review  of  evidence:  Conduct  of 
hearing.  Any  oral  argument,  review  of 
evidence,  or  hearing  on  the  application 
must  be  held  in  the  judge’s  chambers  or 
in  some  manner  which  ensures  that 
patient  identifying  information  is  not 
disclosed  to  anyone  other  than  a  party 
to  the  proceeding,  the  patient,  or  VA, 
unless  the  patient  requests  an  open 
hearing  in  a  manner  which  meets  the 
written  consent  requirements  of  §  1.475 
of  this  part.  The  proceeding  may 
include  an  examination  by  the  judge  of 
the  patient  records  referred  to  in  the 
application. 

(d)  Criteria  for  entry  of  order.  An 
order  imder  tMs  section  may  be  entered 
only  if  the  court  determines  that  good 
cause  exists.  To  make  this 
determination  the  court  must  find  that: 

(1)  Other  ways  of  obtaining  the 
information  are  not  available  or  would 
not  be  effective;  and 

(2)  The  public  interest  and  need  for 
the  disclosure  outweigh  the  potential 
injiiry  to  the  patient,  the  physician- 
patient  relationship  and  ^e  treatment 
services. 

(e)  Content  of  order.  An  order 
authorizing  a  disclosure  must: 

(1)  Limit  disclosure  to  those  parts  of 
the  patient’s  record  which  are  essential 
to  fulfill  the  objective  of  the  order; 

!  (2)  Limit  disclosure  to  those  persons 

whose  need  for  information  is  &e  basis 
for  the  order;  and 

(3)  Include  such  other  measures  as  are 
necessary  to  limit  disclosure  for  the 

I  protection  of  the  patient,  the  physician- 
patient  relationship  and  the  treatment 
services;  for  example,  sealing  firom 
public  scrutiny  the  record  of  any 


proceeding  for  which  disclosure  of  a 
patient’s  record  has  been  ordered. 
(Authority:  38  U.S.C.  7334) 

S1.493  Proceduree  and  criteria  for  orders 
authorizing  discloeure  and  use  of  records 
to  criminally  Investigate  or  prosecute 
patients. 

(a)  Application.  An  order  authorizing 
the  disclosure  or  use  of  patient  records 
covered  by  §§  1.460  through  1.499  of 
this  part  to  criminally  investigate  or 

rosecute  a  patient  may  be  applied  for 
y  VA  or  by  any  person  conducting 
investigative  or  prosecutorial  activities 
with  respect  to  me  enforcement  of 
criminal  laws.  The  application  may  be 
filed  separately,  as  part  of  an 
application  for  a  subpoena  or  other 
compulsory  process,  or  in  a  pending 
criminal  action.  An  application  must 
use  a  fictitious  name  such  as  John  Doe, 
to  refer  to  any  patient  and  may  not 
contain  or  otherwise  disclose  patient 
identifying  information  unless  the  court 
has  ordered  the  record  of  the  proceeding 
sealed  from  public  scrutiny. 

(b)  Notice  and  hearing.  Unless  an 
order  under  §  1.494  of  this  part  is  sought 
with  an  order  under  this  section,  VA 
must  be  given: 

(1)  Adequate  notice  (in  a  manner 
which  will  not  disclose  patient 
identifying  information  to  third  parties) 
of  an  application  by  a  person 
performing  a  law  enforcement  function; 

(2)  An  opportunity  to  appear  and  be 
heard  for  the  limited  purpose  of 
providing  evidence  on  the  statutory  and 
regulatory  criteria  for  the  issuance  of  the 
court  order;  and 

(3)  An  opportunity  to  be  represented 
by  counsel. 

(c)  Review  of  evidence:  Conduct  of 
hearings.  Any  oral  argument,  review  of 
evidence,  or  hearing  on  the  application 
shall  be  held  in  the  judge’s  chambers  or 
in  some  other  manner  which  ensures 
that  patient  identifying  information  is 
not  disclosed  to  anyone  other  than  a 
party  to  the  proceedings,  the  patient,  or 
VA.  The  proceeding  may  include  an 
examination  by  the  judge  of  the  patient 
records  referred  to  in  the  application. 

(d)  Criteria.  A  court  may  authorize  the 
disclosure  and  use  of  patient  records  for 
the  purpose  of  conducting  a  criminal 
investigation  or  prosecution  of  a  patient 
only  if  the  court  finds  that  all  of  the 
following  criteria  are  met: 

(1)  The  crime  involved  is  extremely 
serious,  such  as  one  which  causes  or 
directly  threatens  loss  of  life  or  serious 
bodily  injury  including  homicide,  rape, 
kidnapping,  armed  robbery,  assault  with 
a  deadly  weapon,  and  child  abuse  and 
neclect. 

(2)  There  is  a  reasonable  likelihood 
that  the  records  will  disclose 


information  of  substantial  value  in  the 
investigation  or  prosecution. 

(3)  cither  ways  of  obtaining  the 
information  are  not  available  or  would 
not  be  effective. 

(4)  The  potential  injury  to  the  patient, 
to  the  physician-patient  relationship 
and  to  the  ability  of  VA  to  provide 
services  to  other  patients  is  outweighed 
by  the  public  interest  and  the  need  for 
the  disclosxire. 

(5)  If  the  applicant  is  a  person 
performing  a  law  enforcement  function, 
VA  has  been  represented  by  counsel 
independent  of  the  applicant. 

(e)  Content  of  order.  Any  order 
authorizing  a  ddsclosure  or  use  of 
patient  records  under  this  section  must: 

(1)  Limit  disclosure  and  use  to  those 
parts  of  the  patient’s  record  which  are 
essential  to  fulfill  the  objective  of  the 
order: 

(2)  Limit  disclosure  to  those  law 
enforcement  and  prosecutorial  officials 
who  are  responsible  for.  or  are 
conducting,  the  investigation  or 
prosecution,  and  limit  ffieir  use  of  the 
records  to  investigation  and  prosecution 
of  extremely  serious  crime  or  suspected 
crime  specified  in  the  applications;  and 

(3)  Include  such  other  measures  as  are 
necessary  to  limit  disclosure  and  use  to 
the  fulfillment  on  only  that  public 
interest  and  need  found  by  the  coiirt. 
(Authority:  38  U.S.C.  7332(c)) 

1 1.494  Procedures  and  criteria  for  ordera 
authorizing  diacloaure  and  uae  of  recorda 
to  inveatigate  or  prosecute  VA  or 
employees  of  VA. 

(a)  Application.  (1)  An  order 
authorizing  the  disclosure  or  use  of 
patient  records  covered  by  §§  1.460 
through  1.499  of  this  part  to  criminally 
or  administratively  investigate  or 
prosecute  VA  (or  employees  or  agents  of 
VA)  may  be  applied  for  by  an 
administrative,  regulatory,  supervisory, 
investigative,  law  enforcement,  or 
prosecutorial  agency  having  jurisdiction 
over  VA  activities. 

(2)  The  application  may  be  filed 
separately  or  as  part  of  a  pending  civil 
or  criminal  action  against  VA  (or  agents 
or  employees  of  VA)  in  which  it  appears 
that  the  patient  records  are  needed  to 
provide  material  evidence.  The 
application  must  use  a  fictitious  name, 
such  as  John  Doe,  to  refer  to  any  patient 
and  may  not  contain  or  otherwise 
disclose  any  patient  identifying 
information  unless  the  court  has 
ordered  the  record  of  the  proceeding 
sealed  from  public  scrutiny  or  the 
patient  has  given  a  written  consent 
(meeting  the  reqxiirements  of  §  1.475  of 
this  part)  to  that  disclosure. 

(b)  Notice  not  required.  An 
application  under  this  section  may,  in 
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the  discretion  of  the  court,  be  granted 
without  notice.  Although  no  express 
notice  is  required  to  VA  or  to  any 
patient  whose  records  are  to  be 
disclosed,  upon  implementation  of  an 
order  so  granted  VA  or  the  patient  must 
be  afforded  an  opportiinity  to  seek 
revocation  or  amendment  of  that  order, 
limited  to  the  presentation  of  evidence 
on  the  statutory  and  regulatory  criteria 
for  the  issuance  of  the  court  order. 

(c)  Requirements  for  order.  An  order 
under  this  section  must  be  entered  in 
accordance  with,  and  comply  with  the 
requirements  of,  §  1.492(d)  and  (e)  of 
this  part. 

(d)  Limitations  on  disclosure  and  use 
of  patient  identifying  information.  (1) 

An  order  entered  rmder  this  section 
must  require  the  deletion  of  patient 
identifyhig  information  from  any 
documents  made  available  to  the  public. 

(2)  No  information  obtained  under 
this  section  may  be  used  to  conduct  any 
investigation  or  prosecution  of  a  patient, 
or  be  used  as  the  basis  for  an  application 
for  an  order  under  §  1.493  of  this  part. 
(Authority:  38  U.S.C.  7334) 

1 1.495  Orders  authorizing  the  use  of 
undercover  agents  and  informants  to 
criminally  inveatigata  employees  or  agents 
ofVA 

(a)  Application.  A  court  order 
authorb^g  the  placement  of  an 
undercover  agent  or  informant  in  a  VA 
drug  or  alcohol  abuse,  HIV  infection,  or 
sickle  cell  anemia  treatment  program  as 
an  employee  or  patient  may  be  applied 
for  by  any  law  enforcement  or 
prosecutorial  agency  which  has  reason 
to  believe  that  employees  or  agents  of 
the  VA  treatment  program  are  engaged 
in  criminal  misconduct. 

(b)  Notice.  The  VA  facility  director 
must  be  given  adequate  notice  of  the 
application  and  an  opportimity  to 
appear  and  be  heard  (for  the  limited 
purpose  of  providing  evidence  on  the 
statutory  and  regulatory  criteria  for  the 
issuance  of  the  court  order),  unless  the 
application  asserts  a  belief  that: 

(1)  The  VA  facility  director  is 
involved  in  the  criminal  activities  to  be 
investigated  by  the  undercover  agent  or 
informant;  or 

(2)  The  VA  facility  director  will 
intentionally  or  unintentionally  disclose 
the  proposed  placement  of  an 
undercover  agent  or  informant  to  the 
employees  or  agents  who  are  suspected 
of  criininal  activities. 

(c)  Criteria.  An  order  under  this 
section  may  be  entered  only  if  the  court 
determines  that  good  cause  exists.  To 
make  this  determination  the  court  must 
find: 


(1)  There  is  reason  to  believe  that  an 
employee  or  agent  of  a  VA  treatment 
program  is  engaged  in  criminal  activity; 

(2)  Other  ways  of  obtaining  evidence 
of  this  criminal  activity  are  not  available 
or  would  not  be  effective;  and 

(3)  The  public  interest  and  need  for 
the  placement  of  an  undercover  agent  or 
informant  in  the  VA  treatment  program 
outweigh  the  potential  injury  to  patients 
of  the  program,  physician-patient 
relationships  and  &e  treatment  services. 

(d)  Content  of  order.  An  order 
authorizing  the  placement  of  an 
undercover  agent  or  informant  in  a  VA 
treatment  program  must: 

(1)  Specifically  authorize  the 
placement  of  an  undercover  agent  or  an 
informant; 

(2)  Limit  the  total  period  of  the 
placement  to  six  months; 

(3)  Prohibit  the  undercover  agent  or 
informant  firom  disclosing  any  patient 
identifying  information  obtained  firom 
the  placement  except  as  necessary  to 
criminally  investigate  or  prosecute 
employees  or  agents  of  the  VA  treatment 
program;  and 

(4)  Include  any  other  measiuns  which 
are  appropriate  to  limit  any  potential 
disruption  of  the  program  by  the 
placement  and  any  potential  for  a  real 
or  apparent  breach  of  patient 
confidentiality;  for  example,  sealing 
from  public  scrutiny  the  record  of  any 
proceeding  for  which  disclosure  of  a 
patient’s  record  has  been  ordered. 

(e)  Limitation  on  use  of  information. 
No  information  obtained  by  an 
undercover  agent  or  informant  placed 
under  this  section  may  be  used  to 
criminally  investigate  or  prosecute  any 
patient  or  as  the  basis  for  an  application 
for  an  order  imder  §  1.493  of  this  part. 

(Authority:  38  U.S.C.  7334) 

S  1.496-1.499  [ReMrved] 

11.513  [Amended] 

2.  In  §  1.513(b)(2)  remove  the  words 
“Post  Office  Department”  and  add  in 
their  place,  the  words  “U.S.  Postal 
Service”. 

|1.513e  [Removed] 

3.  Section  1.513a  is  removed. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17679  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 

BiUJNQ  cooe  ms-oi-u 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[CA-37-2-5758;  FRL-4681-5] 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Im^ementation  Plana;  Callfomia  Stata 
Implomantation  Plan  Ravlalon; 
Sacramanto  MatropoUtan  Air  Quality 
Managamant  District 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  EPA  is  proposing  a  limited 
approval  and  limited  disapproval  of 
revisions  to  the  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  (SEP)  adopted  by 
the  Sacramento  Metropolitan  Air 
Quality  Management  District 
(SMAQMD)  on  December  17, 1991.  The 
California  Air  Resources  Board 
submitted  these  revisions  to  EPA  on 
June  19, 1992.  The  revisions  concern 
SMAQh^'s  Rule  448,  Gasoline  Transfer 
into  Stationary  Storage  Containers  and 
Rule  449,  Gasoline  Transfer  into  Vehicle 
Fuel  Tanks.  Both  rules  control  volatile 
organic  compound  (VOC)  emissions 
from  gasoline  loading  operations,  llie 
intended  effect  of  proposing  limited 
approval  and  limited  disapproval  of 
these  rules  is  to  regulate  emissions  of 
VOCs  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Clean  Air  Act,  as 
amended  in  1990  (CAA  or  the  Act). 
EPA’s  final  action  on  this  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking  (NPR)  will 
incorporate  these  rules  into  the  federally 
approved  SIP.  EPA  has  evaluated  the 
revisions  to  Rules  448  and  449  and  is 
proposing  a  limited  approval  under 
provisions  of  the  CAA  regarding  EPA 
actions  on  SIP  submittals  and  general 
rulemaking  authority  because  these 
revisions  strengthen  the  SIP.  At  the 
same  time,  EPA  is  proposing  a  limited 
disapproval  under  the  CAA  provisions 
dted  above  because  the  rules  do  not 
meet  the  CAA  provisions  regarding  plan 
submissions  and  requirements  for 
nonattainment  areas. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  25, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  may  be  mailed 
to:  Esther  J.  Hill,  Rulemaking  Section  I 
(A-5-4),  Air  and  Toxics  Division, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  9. 75  Hawthorne  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105. 

Copies  of  the  rule  revisions  and  EPA’s 
evaluation  report  of  each  rule  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  EPA’s 
Region  9  office  during  normal  business 
hours.  Copies  of  the  submitted  rule 
revisions  are  also  available  for 
inspection  at  the  following  locations: 
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California  Air  Resources  Board, 
Stationary  Source  Division,  Rule 
Evaluation  Section,  2020  **L”  Street, 
Sacramento,  CA  95812. 

Sacramento  Metropolitan  Air  Quality 
Management  District,  8411  "K”  Street, 
Sacramento,  CA  95826. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATKM  CONTACT: 
William  Davis,  Rulemaking  Section  I 
(A-5-4),  Air  and  Toxics  Division,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 

Region  9, 75  Hawthorne  Street,  Sw 
Francisco,  CA  94105,  Telephone:  (415) 
744-1183. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION: 

Background 

On  March  3, 1978,  EPA  promulgated 
a  list  of  ozone  nonattainment  areas 
imder  the  provisions  of  the  1977  Clean 
Air  Act  (1977  CAA  or  pre-amended 
Act),  that  included  Sacramento  County. 
43  FR  8964;  40  CFR  81.305.  Because 
Sacramento  County  was  unable  to  reach 
attainment  by  the  statutory  attainment 
date  of  December  31, 1982,  California 
requested  under  pre-amended  section 
172(a)(2),  and  EPA  approved,  an 
extension  of  the  attainment  date  to 
December  31, 1987.  40  CFR  52.238. 
Sacramento  County  did  not  attain  the  ' 
ozone  standard  by  the  approved 
attainment  date.  On  May  26, 1988,  EPA 
notified  the  Governor  of  California, 
pursuant  to  section  110(a)(2)(H)  of  the 
pre-amended  Act,  that  SK^QMD’s 
portion  of  the  SIP  was  inadequate  to 
attain  and  maintain  the  ozone  standard 
and  requested  that  deficiencies  in  the 
existing  SIP  be  corrected  (EPA’s  SIP- 
Call).  November  15, 1990, 
amendments  to  the  1977  CAA  were 
enacted.  Pub.  L  101-549, 104  Stat. 

2399,  codified  at  42  U.S.C.  sections 
7401-7671q.  In  amended  section 
182(a)(2)(A)  of  the  CAA,  Congress 
statutorily  adopted  the  requirement  that 
nonattainment  areas  fix  their  deficient 
reasonably  available  control  technology 
(RACT)  rules  for  ozone  and  establish^ 
a  deadline  of  May  15, 1991  for  states  to 
submit  corrections  of  those  deficiencies. 

Section  182(a)(2)(A)  applies  to  areas 
designated  as  nonattainment  prior  to 
enactment  of  the  amendments  and 
classified  as  marginal  or  above  as  of  the 
date  of  enactment.  It  requires  such  areas 
to  adopt  and  correct  RACT  rules 
pursuant  to  pre-amended  section  172(b) 
as  interpreted  in  pre-amendment 
guidance.  >  EPA’s  SIP-Call  used  that 


I  Among  other  things,  the  pre-amendment 
guidance  consists  of  those  portions  of  the  proposed 
post-1987  ozone  and  carbon  monoxide  policy  that 
concern  RACT.  92  FR  45044  (November  24. 1967); 
"Issuee  R^tiof  to  VCX^  Regulation  Cutpoi^. 
Defidendee,  and  Deviations.  Qarification  to 
Appendix  D  of  November  24. 1987  Federal  Regieler 
Notice’*  (Blue  Book)  (notice  of  availabiiity  was 


guidance  to  indicate  the  necessary 
corrections  for  specific  nonattainment 
areas.  Sacramento  County  is  classified 
as  a  serious  nonattainment  area;  2 
therefore,  this  area  was  subject  to  the 
RACT  fix-up  requirement  and  the  May 
15, 1991  deadline. 

On  June  22, 1991,  EPA,  Region  9, 
notified  the  ^te  of  California  that  EPA 
had  not  received  by  the  May  15, 1991 
deadline  all  requirt^  VOC  nile 
corrections  under  section  182(a)(2)(A)  of 
the  CAA.  The  finding  letter  identified 
six  districts  in  California,  including 
SMAQMD,  that  had  failed  to  submit 
required  rule  corrections.  The  official 
finding  notice  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  October  22, 1991 
(56  FR  54554).  Five  rules  were  listed  for 
SMAQMD,  including  Rule  448.  As  a 
result,  SMAQMD  had  18  months  to 
submit  the  five  niles  to  EPA  before  a 
sanction  would  be  imposed. 

The  State  of  California  submitted 
many  revised  RACT  rules  to  EPA  for 
incorporation  into  its  SIP  on  June  19, 
1992,  including  the  rules  being  acted  on 
in  this  document.  This  document 
addresses  EPA’s  proposed  action  for 
Rule  448,  Gasoline  Transfer  into 
Stationary  Storage  Containers,  and  Rule 
449,  Transfer  of  C^soline  into  Vehicle 
Fuel  Tanks.  These  submitted  rules  were 
found  to  be  complete  on  August  27, 
1992,  pursuant  to  EPA’s  completeness 
criteria  that  are  set  forth  in  40  CFR  part 
51,  appendix  V,  3  and  are  being 
prop(»ed  for  limited  approval  and 
limited  disapproval.  The  State’s 
complete  suomittal  of  Rule  448  satisfies 
the  deficiency  for  which  the  finding  of 
nonsubmittal,  dated  October  22, 1991, 
was  made  and  stopped  the  sanctions 
clock.  However,  the  Federal 
implementation  plan  (FIP)  clock  will 
not  stop  imtil  EPA  approves  the  rule. 

Rules  448  and  449  control  the 
emission  of  volatile  organic  compounds 
(VOCs)  contained  in  gasoline  vapors 
displaced  from  storage  tanks  and 
vehicle  fuel  tanks  during  loading 
operations.  VCX)s  contribute  to  &e 
production  of  ground  level  ozone  and 
smog.  SMAQN^’s  Rules  448  and  449 
were  originally  adopted  as  part  of 
SMAQK&’s  effort  to  achieve  the 
National  Ambient  Air  Quality  Standard 
(NAAQS)  for  ozone  and  have  been 
revised  in  response  to  EPA’s  SIP-Call 


published  in  the  Federal  Regleter  on  May  25, 1988); 
and  the  existing  control  technique  guidelines 
(CTGe). 

>  SMAQMD  retained  its  designation  and  was 
classified  by  operation  of  law  pursuant  to  sections 
107(d)  and  181(a)  upon  the  date  of  enactment  of  the 
CAA.  See  56  FR  56694  (November  6, 1991). 

r  EPA  adopted  the  completeness  criteria  on 
February  16, 1990  (55  FR  5630)  and.  pursuant  to 
section  110(k)(lMA)  of  the  amended  Act,  revised  the 
criteria  on  Augiut  26, 1991  (56  FR  42216). 


and  the  section  182(a)(2)(A)  CAA 
requirement.  *1116  follov^g  is  EPA’s 
evaluation  and  proposed  a^on  for 
SMAQMD’s  Rules  448  and  449. 

EPA  Evaluation  and  Proposed  Action 

In  determining  the  approvability  of  a 
woe  rule,  EPA  must  evduate  the  rule 
for  consistency  with  the  requirements  of 
the  CAA  and  EPA  regulations,  as  found 
in  section  110  and  Part  D  of  t^  CAA 
and  40  CFR  part  51  (Requirements  for 
Preparation,  Adoption,  and  Submittal  of 
Implementation  Plans).  The  EPA 
interpretation  of  these  requirements, 
which  forms  the  basis  for  today’s  action, 
appears  in  the  various  EPA  policy 
guidance  documents  listed  in  footnote 
1.  Among  those  provisions  is  the 
requirement  that  a  V(X  rule  must,  at  a 
minimum,  provide  for  the 
implementation  of  RACT  for  stationary 
sources  of  VOC  emissions.  This 
requirement  was  carried  forth  firom  the 
pre-amended  Act. 

For  the  purpose  of  assisting  state  and 
local  agencies  in  developing  RACT 
rules,  EPA  prepared  a  series  of  Control 
Technique  Guideline  (CTG)  documents. 
The  CTC^  are  based  on  the  imderlying 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  specify  the 
presumptive  norms  for  what  is  RACT 
for  specific  source  categories.  Under  the 
CAA,  Congress  ratified  EPA’s  use  of 
these  documents,  as  well  as  other 
Agency  policy,  for  requiring  States  to 
"fix-up”  their  RACT  rules.  See  section 
182(8)(2)(A).  The  CTGs  applicable  to 
Rule  448,  Gasoline  Transfer  into 
Stationary  Containers,  are  entitled 
“Control  of  Volatile  Cyanic  Emissions 
firom  Bulk  Gasoline  Plants”,  CTG  EPA- 
450/2-77-035,  and  “Control  of  Volatile 
Organic  Compound  Leaks  firom  Gasoline 
Tank  Trucks  and  Vapor  Collection 
Systems”,  CTG  EPA-450/2-78-051. 
lliere  was  no  CTG  available  for 
guidance  when  Rule  449,  Transfer  of 
Gasoline  into  Vehicle  Fuel  Tanks,  was 
developed  and  adopted  by  the  District.  * 
Further  interpretations  of  EPA  policy 
are  foimd  in  the  Blue  Book.  In  general, 
these  guidance  dociiments  have  been  set 
forth  to  ensure  that  VOC  rules  are  fully 
enforceable  and  strengthen  or  maintain 
the  SIP. 

SMAQMD’s  Rule  448,  (^soline 
Transfer  into  Stationary  Storage 
Containers,  includes  the  following 
revisions  to  the  current  SIP  rule: 

1.  Four  exemptions  have  been 
deleted. 


^Guidance  is  currently  available  in  a  dcx;uinent 
entitled  “Technical  Guidance-Stage  □  Vapor 
Recovery  Systanu  for  Control  of  Vehicle  Refueling 
Emissions  at  Gasoline  Dispensing  Fadlitias”. 
Volumes  I  and  II,  EPA-450/3-81-022a  and  -022b. 
Any  variance  from  this  guidance  was  not 
considered  a  deficiency  in  acting  on  Rule  449. 
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2.  A  provision  allowing  the  Control 
Officer  to  approve  alternate  emission 
control  equipment  has  been  deleted. 

3.  A  provision  prohibiting  purging  of 
psoline  vapors  into  the  atmosphere  has 
been  added. 

4.  Provisions  for  special  vapor  control 
equipment  have  been  added. 

5.  A  provision  for  petitioning  for 
continued  exemption  has  been  deleted. 

6.  A  compliance  schedule  for  facilities 
once  exempted  horn  the  rule  has  been 
included. 

7.  Test  methods  for  establishing 
compliance  have  been  added. 

SMAQMD’s  Rule  449.  Transfer  of 
Gasoline  into  Vehicle  Fuel  Tanks, 
includes  the  following  revisions  from 
the  current  SIP  rule; 

1.  A  number  of  term  definitions  have 
been  added. 

2.  A  provision  applying  the  standards 
of  the  rule  to  intermediate  fueler  trucks 
has  been  added. 

3.  Provisions  for  maintenance 
procedures  and  details  of  equipment 
defects  and  the  tagging  of  defective 
equipment  to  prevent  it  from  being  used 
have  been  added. 

4.  Provisions  for  the  posting  of 
operating  instructions  have  b^n  added. 

5.  Compliance  schedules  for 
equipment  which  were  once  exempted 
from  the  rule,  such  as  intermediate 
fueler  trucks,  have  been  added. 

6.  Test  methods  for  determining 
compliance  with  the  rule  have  been 
added. 

EPA  has  evaluated  SMAQMD's 
submitted  Rules  448  and  449  for 
consistency  with  the  CAA,  EPA 
regulations,  and  EPA  policy  and  has 
found  that  the  revisions  address  and 
correct  many  deficiencies  previously 
identified  by  EPA.  These  corrected 
deficiencies  have  resulted  in  clearer, 
more  enforceable  rules.  Furthermore, 
the  deletion  of  a  number  of  exemptions 
in  submitted  Rules  448  and  449  should 
lead  to  more  emission  reductions. 

Although  the  SMAQMD's  Rules  448 
and  449  strengthen  the  SIP,  these  rules 
still  contain  deficiencies  which  were 
required  to  be  corrected  pursuant  to  the 
section  182(a)(2)(A)  requirement  of  Part 
O  of  the  CAA.  Both  rules  allow  the 
Control  Officer  to  use  “equivalent"  test 
methods  for  determining  compliance. 
This  is  considered  to  be  a  deficiency 
because  the  alternate  methods  may  give 
inaccurate  results.  >  A  detailed 
discussion  of  each  rule  deficiency  can 
be  found  in  the  Technical  Support 
Documents  for  Rules  448  and  449, 


*  A  relaxation  of  the  SO*  was  determined  fm  Rule 
449  because  an  exemption  was  added  which  was 
not  present  in  the  SIP  rule.  However.  Rule  449 
insures  greater  reduction  of  emissions  and  the 
relaxation  Is  allowed  (section  193  of  the  Act). 


which  are  available  from  the  U.S.  EPA, 
Region  9  office.  Because  of  these 
denciencies,  the  rules  are  not 
approvable  pursuant  to  the  section 
182(a)(2)(A)  of  the  CAA  because  they 
are  not  consistent  with  the 
interpretation  of  section  172  of  the  1977 
CAA  as  found  in  the  Blue  Book  and  may 
lead  to  rule  enforceabiliW  problems. 

Because  of  the  above  denciencies, 

EPA  cannot  grant  full  approval  of  these 
rules  under  section  110(k)(3)  and  Part  D. 
Also,  because  the  submitt^  rules  are 
not  composed  of  separable  parts  which 
meet  all  the  applicable  requirements  of 
the  CAA,  EPA  cannot  grant  partial 
approval  of  the  rules  imder  section 
110(k)(3).  However,  EPA  may  grant  a 
limited  approval  of  the  submitted  rules 
under  section  110(k)(3)  in  light  of  EPA’s 
authority  pursuant  to  section  301(a)  to 
adopt  regulations  necessary  to  further 
air  quality  by  strengthening  the  SIP.  The 
approval  is  limited  because  EPA’s 
action  also  contains  a  simultaneous 
limited  disapproval.  In  order  to 
strengthen  the  SIP,  EPA  is  proposing  a 
limited  approval  of  SMAQMD’s 
submitted  Rules  448  and  449  under 
sections  11 0(k)(3)  and  301(a)  of  the  ^ 
CAA. 

At  the  same  time,  EPA  is  also 
proposing  a  limited  disapproval  of  these 
rules  because  they  contain  deficiencies 
that  have  not  been  corrected  as  required 
by  section  182(a)(2)(A)  of  the  CAA,  and, 
as  such,  the  rules  do  not  fully  meet  the 
requirements  of  Part  D  of  the  Act.  Under 
section  179(a)(2),  if  the  Administrator 
disapproves  a  submission  under  section 
llO(k)  for  an  area  designated 
nonattainment,  based  on  the 
submission’s  failure  to  meet  one  or  more 
of  the  elements  required  by  the  Act,  the 
Administrator  must  apply  one  of  the 
sanctions  set  forth  in  section  179(b) 
unless  the  deficiency  has  been  corrected 
within  18  months  of  such  disapproval. 
Section  179(b)  provides  two  sanctions 
available  to  the  Administrator:  highway 
funding  and  offsets.  The  18  month 
period  referred  to  in  section  179(a)  will 
begin  at  the  time  EPA’s  final  notice  of 
this  disapproval  becomes  efiective. 
Moreover,  the  final  disapproval  triggers 
the  FIP  requirement  under  section 
110(c).  The  FIP  clock  for  Rule  448  began 
on  October  22. 1991,  when  EPA  made 
the  finding  of  failure  to  submit  and  the 
clock  has  not  been  halted  by  EPA’s 
action  today.  It  should  be  noted  that  the 
rules  covered  by  this  NPR  have  been 
adopted  by  the  SMAQMD  and  are 
currently  in  efiect  in  the  District.  EPA’s 
limited  disapproval  action  in  this  NPR 
does  not  prevent  SMAQMD  or  EPA  from 
enforcing  these  rules. 

Nothing  in  this  action  should  be 
construed  as  permitting  or  allowing  or 


estabUshing  a  precedent  for  any  future 
request  for  revision  to  any  state 
implementation  plan.  Ea^  request  for 
revision  to  the  state  implementation 
plan  shall  be  considered  separately  in 
light  of  specific  technical,  economic, 
and  environmental  factors  and  in 
relation  to  relevant  statutory  and 
regulatory  requirements. 

Regulatory  Procesa 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

5  U.S.C.  section  600  et.  seq.,  EPA  must 
prepare  a  regulatory  flexibiUty  analysis 
assessing  the  impact  of  any  propos^  or 
final  rule  on  small  entities.  5  U.S.C 
sections  603  and  604.  Alternatively, 

EPA  may  certify  that  the  rule  will  not 
hove  a  significant  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
Small  entities  include  small  businesses, 
small  not-for-profit  enterprises  and 
government  entities  with  jurisdiction 
over  populations  of  less  than  50,000. 

Limited  approvals  under  sections  110 
and  301  and  subchapter  I,  Part  D  of  the 
CAA  do  not  create  any  new 
requirements,  but  simply  approve 
requirements  that  the  State  is  already 
imposing.  Therefore,  because  the 
Federal  SIP-approval  does  not  impose 
any  new  requirements,  I  certify  that  it 
does  not  have  a  significant  impact  on 
any  small  entities  afiected.  Moreover, 
due  to  the  nature  of  the  Federal-state 
relationship  under  the  CAA,  preparation 
of  a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis  would 
constitute  Federal  inquiry  into  the 
economic  reasonableness  of  state  action. 
The  CAA  forbids  EPA  to  base  its  actions 
concerning  SlPs  on  such  grounds. 

Union  Electric  Co.  v.  U.S.  E.P.A..  427 
U.S.  246,  256-66  (S.Q.  1976);  42  U.S.C. 
section  7410  (a)  (2). 


EPA’s  limited  disapproval  of  the  State 
request  under  sections  110  and  301  and 
subchapter  I,  Part  D  of  the  CAA  does  not 
afiect  any  existing  requirements 
applicable  to  small  entities.  Federal 
limited  disapproval  of  the  state 
submittal  does  not  afiect  its 
enforceability.  Moreover,  EPA’s  limited 
disapproval  of  the  submittal  does  not 
impose  any  new  Federal  requirements. 
Therefore,  EPA  certifies  that  this  limited 
disapproval  action  does  not  have  a 
significant  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  because  it  does 
not  remove  existing  requirements  nor 
does  it  impose  any  new  Federal 
requirements. 

‘This  action  has  been  classified  as  a 
Table  2  action  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  under  the  procedures 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19. 1989  (54  FR  2214-2225).  On 
January  6, 1989,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  waived 
Table  2  and  Table  3  SIP  revisions  (54  FR 
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2222)  from  the  requirements  of  Section 
3  of  ^ecutive  Order  12291  for  a  period 
of  two  years.  EPA  has  submitted  a 
request  for  a  permanent  waiver  for  Table 
2  and  Table  3  SIP  revisions.  OMB  has 
agreed  to  continue  the  temporary  waiver 
until  such  time  as  it  rules  on  EPA’s 
request. 

List  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  52 

Air  pollution  control,  Hydrocarbons, 
Intergovernmental  relations.  Ozone, 
Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Authority:  42  U.S.C  7401-7671q. 

Dated:  )uly  8, 1993. 

Nora  L.  McGee, 

Acting  Regional  Administratm. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17714  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 
BRXMa  CODE  «aO-Bfr-F 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

41  CFR  Part  101-25 

Selecting  Office  Copying  Machines 

AGENCY:  Federal  Supply  Service,  GSA. 
ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  invites  written 
comments  on  a  proposed  amendment  to 
the  Federal  Property  Management 
Regulations  (FPMR)  that  difrerentiates 
between  "office  copying  machines"  and 
"high-speed  copiers”,  and  directs  all 
prospective  customers  of  office  copying 
machines  to  select  the  most  appropriate 
and  economical  procurement  method 
through  the  use  of  life-cycle  cost  (LCC) 
techniques. 

DATES:  Comments  are  due  in  writing  on 
or  before  August  25. 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to  Nicholas  Economou,  FSS 
Acquisition  Management  Center  (FCO), 
Crystal  Mall  Building  #4,  room  716, 
Washington,  DC  20406. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Carl  Carter,  Engineering  and  Commodity 
Management  Division  (703-305-7540). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION: 

A.  Exefmtive  Order  12291 

The  General  Services  Administration 
(GSA)  has  determined  that  this  is  not  a 
major  rule  for  the  purposes  of  Executive 
Order  12291  of  February  17. 1981, 
because  it  is  not  likely  to  result  in  an 
annual  effect  on  the  economy  of  $100 
million  or  more,  a  major  increase  in 
costs  to  consumers  or  others,  or  other 
significant  adverse  effects.  GSA  has 
b^ed  all  administrative  decisions 
underlying  this  rule  on  adequate 


information  concerning  the  need  for  and 
consequences  of  this  rule.  In  addition, 
GSA  has  determined  that  the  potential 
benefits  to  society  from  this  rule 
outweigh  the  potential  costs  and  has 
maximized  the  net  benefits.  Finally. 

GSA  has  chosen  the  alternative 
approach  involving  the  least  net  cost  to 
society. 

B.  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

This  proposed  rule  is  not  expected  to 
have  a  significant  economic  impact  on 
a  substantial  number  of  small  entities 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act,  5  U.S.C. 

C  Paperwork  Reduction  Act 

This  proposed  rule  does  not  contain 
information  collection  requirements  that 
require  approval  of  OMB  under  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
3501). 

List  of  Subjects  in  41  CFR  Part  101-25 

Government  property  management. 

Accordingly,  41  CFR  part  101-25  is 
proposed  to  be  amended  as  set  forth 
below: 

PART  101-25— GENERAL 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  101- 
25  continues  to  read  as  follows; 

Authority:  Sec.  205(c),  63  Stat.  390;  40 
U.S.C  486(c). 

Subpart  101-25.5— Guidelines  for 
Making  Purchase  or  Lease 
Determinations 

2.  Section  101-25.504  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows: 

$  1 01 -25.504  Office  copying  macMnes. 

For  purposes  of  this  section,  the  term 
"copying  machine(s)"  shall  include  all 
equipment  which  produces  copies  of 
images  from  "hard"  or  printed  originals, 
at  a  single  location,  whether  or  not  the 
individual  machine  has  any  additional 
capabilities.  The  term  "office  copying 
machine(s)"  shall  include  all  models  of 
copying  machines  that  produce  69  or 
fewer  8V^"  x  11"  copies  per  minute  in 
their  most  productive  modes.  "High¬ 
speed  copiers"  or  "duplicators"  which 
produce  in  excess  69  copies  per  minute 
are  generally  considered  to  be 
equipment  for  use  in  copy  centers  or 
printing  plants  and  are  not  covered  by 
this  section.  Customers  requiring  high- 
output  equipment  of  this  type  must 
conform  to  the  mandates  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  Printing.  Inquiries  in  this 
area  should  be  addressed  to:  The 
Honorable  Charlie  Rose;  Chairman;  Joint 
Committee  on  Printing;  Congress  of  the 
United  States;  Washington,  DC  20510- 
6066.  Certain  high-speed  printing 


applications  are  subject  to  the  Brooks 
Act  and  GSA’s  Federal  Information 
Resources  Management  Regulations 
(FIRMR)  and  are  considered  to  be 
Federal  Information  Processing  (FIP) 
resources.  These  applications  include 
printing  systems  that  are  designed  for 
use  in  conjunction  with  or  controlled  by 
a  computer  system.  Such  applications 
are  not  covered  by  this  section. 

(a)  Determining  the  most  appropriate 
and  economical  type  of  office  copying 
machine(s)  for  a  given  application  is  the 
responsibility  of  the  central  printing 
management  organization  (CPMO)  or  its 
designee  within  the  ordering  agency. 

The  CPMO  or  its  designee  must 
accurately  determine  the  true  copying 
needs  of  the  using  activity  in  terms  of 
copy  volume  per  month,  equipment 
features,  and  equipment  options  that 
further  the  mission  of  the  activity  and 
provide  the  most  economical  copier 
service  overall.  Underestimating  or 
overestimating  the  copying  capabilities 
required  may  lead  to  obtaining  office 
copying  marines  that  do  not  satisfy  the 
needs  of  the  activity,  and  may  result  in 
higher  than  necessary  copier  costs.  The 
selection  process  should  also  include  an 
evaluation  of  the  benefits  and 
drawbacks  of  placements  of  copiers 
within  the  work  unit. 

(b)  All  prospective  customers  of  office 
copying  machines  must  consider  all 
available  procurement  options,  i.e., 
purchase,  rental,  lease  to  purchase, 
single- vendor  contracts,  and  cost-per- 
copy  (CPC).  These  options  are  available 
under  either  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
applicable  Federal  Supply  Schedule 
contracts  or  a  customized  buying 
program  of  the  Federal  Supply  ^rvice. 
Each  of  these  options  can  prove  to  be 
cost  effective  depending  on  the 
circumstances  and  the  true  copying 
needs  of  the  using  activity.  Prior  to 
acquisition  of  office  copying  machines, 
the  ordering  activity  must  determine  the 
various  costs  of  acquiring  such 
equipment  through  each  of  the 
procurement  options  described  below. 
Determining  these  costs  must  be  based 
on  the  best  available  information  and 
estimates,  including  any  factors  peculiar 
to  office  copying  machines.  Once  these 
costs  have  bmn  determined,  life-cycle 
costing  (LCC)  techniques  shall  be  used 
to  determine  the  most  cost-effective 
procurement  option  for  the  particular 
situation.The  most  cost-effective  option 
shall  be  used  in  malung  the 
procurement,  except  in  situations  where 
the  most  cost-efiective  option  will  fail  to 
meet  the  needs  of  the  agency. 

(1)  LGC  for  the  purchase  of  office 
copying  machines  shall  include,  as  a 
minimum,  up-fr^nt  cost  of  the 
equipment;  costs  of  consumable 
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supplies  such  as  toner,  develops,  etc. 
for  the  expected  usehil  life  of  the 
equipment:  costs  of  repair  and 
maintenance  service  for  the  expected 
useful  life  of  the  equipment;  and 
installation,  removal,  and  disposal 
costs. 

(2)  LCC  for  the  rental  of  office  copying 
machines  shall  include,  as  a  minimum, 
monthly  rental  charges  for  the  expected 
period  of  usage  (both  basic  rent  and 
excess  copy  or  "click”  charges  if 
applicable);  costs  of  consumable 
supplies,  if  separate  from  monthly 
rental  charges;  costs  of  repair  and 
maintenance  services  if  separate  from 
monthly  rental  charges;  installation  and 
removal  charges,  if  any;  and.  if  there  is 
reason  to  expect  that  the  equipment  will 
be  utilized  for  a  period  leas  than  the 
rental  term,  termination  charges.  When 
renewing  a  rental  agreement,  a  review  of 
currently  available  copier  equipment 
should  be  conducted  to  determine 
whether  new  equipment  could  provide 
lower  cost  and/or  more  productive 
service.  Excessive  maintenance  calls  or 
the  necessity  to  frequently  send  special 
copying  jobs  outside  may  indicate  that 
the  current  rental  equipment  is  no 
longer  adeouate  to  meet  the  copying 
demands  of  the  activity.  Either 
equipment  upgrades  or  utilization  of  a 
oent^zed  copying/duplicating  facility 
may  be  proper  responses  to  situations  of 
this  type. 

(3)  LCC  for  the  lease  to  nurchase  of 
office  copying  machines  shall  include, 
as  a  minimum,  the  total  of  lease 
payments  which  will  result  in 
ownership  of  the  equipment  passing  to 
the  Government;  costs  of  consumable 
supplies;  cost  of  repair  and  maintenance 
services;  and  installation,  removal,  and 
disposal  costs. 

(4)  Prices  and  services  provided 
through  single-vendor  contracts  may 
vary  widely,  depending  upon  the 
numbers  and  proximities  of  placements, 
and  whether  the  contract  is  tor 
purchase,  rental,  or  lease  to  purchase. 
Again,  it  is  mandatory  that  appropriate 
LCC  techniques  be  utilized  in  order  to 
properly  evaluate  the  worth  of  such 
propos^  contracts. 

(5)  Under  the  cost-per-copy  (CPC) 
program,  the  contractor  provides  the 
office  copying  machines  in  varying 
capabilities  to  suit  particular  site 
requirements,  ail  consumable  supplies 
except  for  paper,  and  all  maintenance 
and  repair  services.  The  customer  pays 
a  contract  price  for  each  copy  produced 
during  the  billing  period,  llie  CPC 
program  provides  excellent  service, 
lowers  the  basic  costs  for  electrostatic 
copying  services,  and  eliminates  most 
administrative  costs  in  providing  copier 
service  to  qualified  Government 


activities.  To  determine  if  CPC  is 
suitable,  potential  customors  must 
calculate  a  "maximum  allowable”  cost 
target,  beyond  which  CPC  would  not  be 
cost-efrective.  This  target  will  be  equal 
to  the  lowest  overall  cost  available 
through  purchase,  rental,  or  lease  to 
purchase.  To  the  extent  possible,  all 
applicable  costs  must  be  considered, 
including  those  of  administering  the 
reprographics  program.  In  addition,  the 
potential  customer  must  require  a 
sufficient  number  of  office  copying 
machines  within  a  reasonable 
geographical  area  to  allow  for  the 
economies  of  scale  in  the  CPC  program. 
Experience  indicates  that  approximately 
40  machines  within  a  radius  of  several 
miles  constitute  the  minimum  for  a 
successful  CPC  program.  Customers 
who  judge  that  tne  CPC  program  may 
provide  service  improvements  and/or 
cost  savings  in  their  reprographics 
programs  should  contact  ffie  Director, 
Office  and  Scientific  Equipment 
Commodity  Center,  Federal  Supply 
Service.  Federal  Supply  Service  will 
review  their  circumstances  and  advise 
the  customer  as  to  whether  CPC  is  a 
suitable,  cost-efiective  method  to  satisfy 
their  requirements. 

(i)  The  CPC  program  should  always  be 
considered  by  customers  with  singular 
or  collective  large-scale  requirements. 
Quantity  acquisitions  will  generally 
improve  both  the  prices  and  service  for 
copier  customers  and  should  be  strongly 
considered  whenever  circumstances 
warrant.  Individual  customers  with 
large  copier  requirements  in  a  relatively 
compact  geographical  area  should 
always  consider  meeting  most  or  ail  of 
their  needs  through  a  single,  large-scale 
procurement  when  feasible; 
procurements  which  exceed  the 
maximum  order  limitation  (MOL)  of 
Federal  Supply  Schedules  can  generally 
be  expected  to  yield  noticeably  better 
pricing  than  single  unit  or  small 
quantity  purchases,  rentals,  or  leases. 
Whenever  the  requirements  of  an 
ordering  office  exceed  the  applicable 
schedule  MOL(s),  the  procedures  in 
FAR  8.404-1 (c)  must  be  followed. 
Customers  with  smaller  requirements  at 
a  given  site  should  consider  a  collective 
effort  with  other  agencies  or  activities 
such  as  the  Cooperative  Administrative 
Support  Unit  (CASU)  programs. 

(ii)  The  CPC  program  can  provide  the 
customer  a  chance  to  design  and  specify 
those  elements  of  service  ffiat  are 
important  or  critical  to  his/her  activity. 
Office  copying  machines  are  powered 
mechanical  devices  that  require 
competent,  readily  available  service. 
They  regularly  require  adjustments, 
cleaning,  parts  replacement,  etc.  in 
order  to  p^orm  at  optimum  efficiency. 


Therefore,  the  ordering  activity  must 
consider  the  availability  of  capable 
service  with  acceptable  response  time. 
The  lack  of  such  service  can  invalidate 
cost-savings  and  obstruct  agracy 
missions  through  excessive  down  time. 
This  consideration  is  important  for 
those  activities  having  remote  locations 
that  are  not  serviced  by  a  vride  variety 
of  branch  offices  or  dealerships. 

(c)  The  Automated  Product  Listing 
Service  (APLS)  Users  Manual  contains 
the  information  and  instructions  needed 
by  ordering  activities  to  effectively  and 
efficiently  utilize  LCC  techniques  in 
determining  the  relative  costs  of 
purchase,  rental,  and  lease  to  purchase 
options.  The  manual  can  be  obtained  by 
contacting  General  Services 
Administration,  Federal  Supply  Service. 
Office  and  Scientific  Equipment 
Commodity  Center.  Engineering  and 
Commodity  Management  Division 
(FCGC),  Washington.  DC  20408.  The 
APLS  Users  Manual  also  contains 
information  and  instructions  regarding 
the  use  of  a  computer  based  price  and 
features  service,  called  APLS,  that  can 
compute  life-cycle  costs.  APLS  also 
features  copiers  available  on  FSS 
Schedule  36  IV  arrayed  in  LCC  sequence 
at  standard  monthly  volumes.  All 
potential  customers  for  copiers  are 
encouraged  to  use  this  computer  based 
service. 

Dated:  June  11, 1993. 

Nicholas  M.  Economoo, 

Director,  FSS  Acquisition  Management  Center 
(FCO). 

(FR  Doc.  93-17615  Filed  7-23-03;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  MSO-SS-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Parts  1, 2. 88, 90  and  94 

[PR  Docket  No.  92-235;  DA  93-800] 

Revision  of  Regulations  on  the  Private 
Land  Mobiis  Radio  Servtcc-s; 
Modification  of  Policiss 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  Rule;  Order  Extending 
Reply  Comment  Period. 

SUMMARY:  The  Chief,  Land  Mobile  and 
Microwave  Division,  Private  Radio 
Bureau,  has  adopted  an  Order  extending 
the  time  period  in  which  to  file  reply 
comments  to  the  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making,  in  this  proceeding.  That 
document  (57  FR  54034,  November  16, 
1992)  proposed  major  policy  changes  for 
the  private  land  mobile  radio  services, 
particularly  for  the  bands  below  512 
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MHz.  The  new  date  for  reply  comments 
is  July  30, 1993.  This  action  will 
provide  commenters  additional  time  to 
review  the  very  large  volume  of 
comments  submitt^  to  date. 

DATES:  Reply  commrats  must  be  filed 
on  or  before  July  30, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission.  1919  M  Street.  NW.. 
Washington,  DC  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Doron  Fertig,  Policy  and  Plaiming 
Branch.  Land  Mobile  and  Microwave 
Division,  Private  Radio  Bureau,  (202) 
632-6497. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATWN: 

Order  Extending  Reply  Comment 
Period 

Adopted:  Jime  30, 1993 

Released:  July  2, 1993 

Reply  Comment  date:  July  30, 1993 

In  the  matter  of  Replacement  of  part 
90  by  Part  88  to  Revise  the  Private  Land 
Mobile  Radio  Services  and  Modify  the 
Policies  Governing  Them,  PR  Docket 
No.  92-235. 

By  the  Chief,  Land  Mobile  & 
Microwave  Division,  Private  Radio 
Bureau 

1.  On  November  6. 1992,  the 
Commission  released  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making.  7  FCC  Red  8105 
(1992)  57  FR  54034,  November  16. 1992, 
(Notice),  in  this  proceeding.  The 
specified  deadlines  for  comments  and 
reply  comments  were  February  26, 1993 
and  April  14, 1993,  respectively.  On 
February  8, 1993,  the  C^ief,  Private 
Radio  Bureau,  extended  the  comment 
and  reply  comment  deadlines  to  May 
28, 1993  and  July  14, 1993,  respectively, 
in  response  to  requests  from  the  Public 
Safety  Communications  Council,  the 
Land  Mobile  Communications  Coimdl 
(LMCC),  and  PowerSpectrum,  Inc.  (8 
FCC  Red  1501  (1993)).  On  June  29, 

1993,  LMMC  submitted  a  Motion  for 
Extension  of  Time  to  extend  the  reply 
commentperiod  to  July  30. 1993. 

2.  LMCC  based  its  request  on  the 
number  and  complexity  of  the 
comments  filed  in  response  to  the 
Notice  and  on  the  need  for  additional 
time  to  review  and  analyze  the 
voluminous  record  in  tMs  proceeding. 
We  believe  the  public  interest  would  be 
served  by  providing  adequate  time  for 
interested  parties  to  read  and  respond  to 
comments  filed  in  response  to  the 
Notice  so  that  the  Commission  has  at  its 
disposal  the  fullest  possible  record  on 
which  to  make  decisions  on  all  the 
issues  involved  in  this  proceeding. 

3.  Accordingly,  IT  IS  ORDERED, 
based  on  the  authority  granted  in 
Section  0.331  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
and  Regulations.  47  CFR  0.331,  that  the 


petition  of  LMCC  IS  GRANTED,  and, 
that  the  deadline  for  filing  reply 
comments  in  the  subject  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  is  extended  to 
July  30, 1993. 

Fednal  Communications  Commission. 
Richard  ).  Shiben, 

Chief,  Land  Mobile  6r  Microwave  Division, 
Private  Radio  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17119  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BNJJNQ  CODE  STIS-M-M 


47  CFR  Part  73 

[MM  Dodat  No.  93-203,  RM-e245] 

Radio  Broadcaating  Sarvicaa; 
lalaaboro,  ME 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  requests 
comments  on  a  petition  filed  by 
Islesboro  Broadcasting  Company 
proposing  the  allotment  of  Channel 
288B1  to  Islesboro.  Maine,  as  that 
community’s  first  FM  broadcast  service. 
Canadian  concurrence  will  be  requested 
for  this  allotment  at  coordinates  44-09- 
31  and  68-53-03.  There  is  a  site 
restriction  16.7  kilometers  (10.4  miles) 
south  of  the  commimity.  The  proposal 
for  Islesboro  must  conform  with  the 
technical  requirements  of  §  73.1030(c) 
(l)-(5)  of  the  Rules  regarding  protection 
to  the  Commission’s  monitoring  station 
at  Belfast,  Maine. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  September  9. 1993,  and  reply 
comments  on  or  before  September  24, 
1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  Washington,  DC  20554.  In 
addition  to  filing  comments  with  the 
FCC.  interested  parties  should  serve  the 
petitioner’s  counsel,  as  follows:  Richard 
J.  Hayes,  Jr..  Esquire,  13809  Black 
Meadow  Road,  Spotsylvania,  Virginia 
22553. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kathleen  Scheuerle,  Mass  Media 
Bureau,  (202)  634-6530. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  is  a 
summary  of  the  Commission’s  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making,  MM  Docket  No. 
93-203,  adopted  Jime  25, 1993,  ajid 
released  July  20. 1993.  'The  full  text  of 
this  Commission  decision  is  available 
for  inspection  and  copying  during 
normal  business  hours  in  the 
Commission’s  Reference  Center  (Room 
239),  1919  M  Street,  NW..  Washington, 
DC.  The  complete  text  of  this  decision 
may  also  be  purchased  fiom  the 
Commission’s  copy  contractors. 
International  Transcription  Services, 


Inc.,  2100  M  Street.  NW.,  suite  140, 
Washi^on,  DC  20037,  (202)  857-3800. 

Provisions  of  the  Re^latory 
Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not  apply  to 
this  proceeding. 

Members  of  me  public  should  note 
that  fit}m  the  time  a  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  is  issued  until  the  matter 
is  no  longer  subject  to  Commission 
consideration  or  court  review,  all  ex 
parte  contacts  are  prohibited  in 
Commission  proceedings,  such  as  this 
one,  which  involve  channel  allotments. 
See  47  CFR  1.1204(b)  for  rules 
governing  permissible  ex  parte  contact. 

For  inmrmation  regarding  proper 
filing  procedures  for  comments,  see  47 
CFR  1.415  and  1.420. 

List  of  Subjects  in  47  CFR  Part  73 
Radio  broadcasting. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
Michael  C  Roger, 

Chief,  Allocations  Branch,  Policy  and  Rules 
Division,  Mass  Media  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17604  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNO  CODE  Sn^-M 


47  CFR  Part  87 

[PR  Docket  No.  93-199;  FCC  93-331] 

Implementing  Technical  Requirements 
Applicable  to  Instrument  Landing 
System  Receivers  and  VHF  Omnirange 
Radio  Receivers  Adopted  by  the 
International  Civil  Aviation 
Organization 

AGENCY:  Federal  Communications 

Commission. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Commission  has  adopted 
a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
(NPRM)  that  proposes  to  implement 
new  technical  specifications  for  all 
Instrument  Landing  Systems  (ILS)  and 
VHF  Onmirange  Radio  (VOR)  receivers 
on  board  U.S.  aircraft.  T^s  action  is 
necessary  in  order  to  meet  U.S. 
obligations  under  the  U.S.  International 
Civil  Aviation  Organization  (ICAO) 
Convention.  The  proposed  technical 
standards  would  increase  the  safety  of 
flight. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  submitted  on 
or  before  September  27. 1993.  Reply 
Comments  must  be  submitted  on  or 
before  October  27, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission,  1919  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20554. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Marc  S.  Martin,  (202)  632-7175,  Private 
Radio  Bureau. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  is  a 
summary  of  the  Commission’s  NPRM, 
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FCC  93-331,  adopted  June  24, 1993;  and 
released  July  14, 1993.  Hie  ftill  text  of 
this  Notice  if  available  for  inspection 
and  copying  during  normal  business 
hours  in  the  FCC  Reference  Center, 
room  230, 1919  M  Street  NW., 
Washington,  DC.  The  complete  text  may 
be  purchased  from  the  Commission’s 
copy  contractor.  International 
Transcription  Service,  1919  M  Street, 
room  246,  Washington.  DC  20554, 
telephone  (202)  857-3800. 

Sammary  of  NPRM 

1.  This  NPRM  proposes  to  hnpl«nent 
the  standards  and  recommendations 
contained  in  Annex  10  to  the  ICAO 
Convention  for  all  airborne  Instrument 
Landing  System  (ILS)  and  VHF 
Omnirange  Radio  (VOR)  receivers  used 
on  U.S.  aircraft.  The  proposed  technical 
standards  would  improve  the  immunity 
of  ILS  and  VOR  receivers  to  interference 
and  thereby  improve  the  safety  of  the 
public  using  air  transportation.  ICAO  is 
the  international  organization  charged 
with  overseeing  and  ensuring  the  safety 
and  efficiency  of  international  flight.  In 
1985,  the  ICAO  promulgated  new 
technical  standards  for  airborne  ILS  and 
VOR  receivers.  These  standards  would 
provide  ILS  and  VOR  receivers  with 
greater  immimity  to  interference  in  the 
presence  of  VHF  FM  broadcast  signals. 
The  ICAO  ILS  and  VOR  receiver 
standards  are  contained  in  the  proposed 
Rules.  The  NPRM  proposes  that  the 
standards  apply  to  all  newly  installed 
ILS  and  VOR  receivers  after  January  1, 
1995,  and  to  all  ILS  and  VOR  receivers 
after  January  1, 1998,  on  aircraft  on 
intemationd  flights  or  those  flying 
domestically  imder  Instrument  Flight 
Rules.  It  further  proposes  that  all  U.S. 
aircraft  comply  by  January  1,  2005. 

2.  In  order  to  ensure  that  ILS  and  VOR 
receivers  meet  the  new  standards,  the 
Commission  has  proposed  that  all  ILS 
and  VOR  receivers  manufactured  in  or 
imported  into  the  United  States  meet 
the  ICAO  standards  by  January  1, 1994. 
In  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
Rules,  notification  is  proposed  as  the 
appropriate  method  for  applying  for 
equipment  authorization.  Notification  is 
a  type  of  equipment  authorization 
issued  by  the  Commission  whereby  the 
applicant  makes  measurements  to 
determine  that  the  equipment  complies 
with  the  appropriate  technical  standards 
and  reports  that  such  measiuremonts 
have  been  made  and  demonstrate  the 
necessary  compliance.  Submittal  of  a 
sample  imit  or  representative  data 
demonstrating  compliance  is  not 
required  unless  specifically  requested 
by  the  FCC.  The  procedures  for 
application  for  equipment  authorization 
are  contained  in  Subpart  J  of  Part  2  of 


the  Commission’s  Rules.  The 
Commissicm  has  proposed  to  use  the 
test  procedures  defined  by  RTCA’s  (and 
associatiim  of  aeronautical  organizations 
of  the  United  States  from  both 
government  and  industry)  Minimum 
Operational  Performance  Standards  for 
ILS  and  V(%  receivers  as  the  basis  for 
applications  for  equipment 
authorization. 

3.  As  required  by  Section  603  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibffity  Act,  the 
Commission  has  prepared  an  Initial 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Anal3rsi8  (IFRA) 
of  the  expected  impact  on  small  entities 
of  the  proposals  contained  in  this 
NPRM.  We  request  written  public 
comment  on  the  IRFA,  which  follows. 
Comments  must  have  a  separate  and 
distinct  heading  designating  them  as 
responses  to  the  IFRA  and  must  be  filed 
by  the  comment  deadlines  provided 
above.  The  Secretary  shall  send  a  copy 
of  this  NPRM,  including  the  IRFA,  to 
the  Chief  Counsel  for  Advocacy  of  the 
Small  Business  Administration  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  603(a)  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act.  Public  Law 
No.  96-354,  94  stat.  1164,  5  U.S.C.  601- 
612  (1981). 

A.  Reason  for  Action 

(i) .  This  rule  making  proceeding  is 
initiated  to  obtain  comment  regarding 
the  adoption  of  International  Civil 
Aviation  Organization  (ICAO)  technical 
standards  for  instrument  landing  system 
(ILS)  and  VHF  Omnirange  Radio  (VOR) 
receivers  on  board  U.S.  aircraft. 

B.  Objectives 

(ii) .  The  Commission  seeks  to 
implement  ICAO  technical  standards  as 
required  by  the  Convention  on 
International  Qvil  Aviation,  to  which 
the  United  States  is  signatory.  In 
implementing  the  ICAO  standards  for 
all  U.S.  aircraft,  whether  flying 
internationally  or  only  domestically,  the 
Commission  seeks  to  achieve  the 
objectives  of  ICAO  in  mandating  the 
standards  and  to  maximize  the  safety  of 
aviation  generally. 

C.  Legal  Basis 

(iii) .  The  NPRM  is  authorized  under 
Sections  1,  2(a),  4(i)  and  303(r)  of  the 
Commimications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  47  U.S.C.  §§  151, 152(a), 
154(i),  303(r). 

D.  Reporting,  Recordkeeping  and  Other 
Compliance  Requirements 

(iv) .  None  for  small  business  entities. 

E.  Federal  Rules  Which  Overlap, 
Duplicate  or  Conflict  With  These  Rules 

(v) .  None. 


F.  Description,  Potential  Impact,  and 
Number  of  Small  Entities  Involved 

(vi) .  The  rule  changes  proposed  in 
this  proceeding  could  afreet  smaU, 
general  aviation  businesses  by  requiring 
ffiem  to  replace  current  ILS  and  VOR 
receivers  with  ILS  and  VOR  receivers 
meeting  the  ICAO  standards.  After 
evaluating  the  comments  in  this 
proceeding,  the  Commission  will  further 
examine  the  impact  of  any  rule  changes 
on  small  entities  and  set  forth  our 
findings  in  the  Final  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Analysis. 

G.  Any  Significant  Alternatives 
Minimizing  the  Impact  on  Small  Entities 
Consistent  with  the  Stated  Objectives 

(vii) .  The  NPRM  currently  proposes 
an  extended  compliance  period  tor 
small  entities  which  fly  only 
domestically,  to  minimize  the  impact  of 
the  proposed  rule  changes  on  such 
entities.  The  Commission  believes  that 
this  is  a  reasonable  compromise 
between  allowing  no  extension  of  the 
compliance  peri^,  which  would  place 
a  heavier  economic  burden  on  small 
entities,  and  allowing  a  longer  extended 
compliance  period,  which  would  have  a 
detrimental  effect  on  the  safety  of  the 
public  engaged  in  flight.  The  NPRM 
solicits  comments  on  alternatives. 

4.  The  proposal  contained  herein  has 
been  analyzed  with  respect  to  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980, 44 
U.S.C.  3501-3520,  and  found  to  contain 
no  new  or  modified  form,  information 
collection  and/or  record  retention 
requirements,  and  will  not  increase  or 
decrease  burden  horns  imposed  on  the 
public. 

List  of  Subjects  in  47  CFR  Part  87 

Aviation  safety.  Radio. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
William  F.  Caton, 

Acting  Secretajy. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17137  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  COOC  t7ia-01-M 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49  CFR  Part  1035 
[Ex  Parte  No.  495] 

Bills  of  Lading 

AGENCY:  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  extension  of 
comment  due  date. 

SUMMARY:  By  notice  served  June  29, 
1993  (58  FR  34775,  June  29, 1993),  the 
Commission  requested  comments  on  its 
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proposed  revision  of  regulations 
pertaining  to  railroad  and  motor  carrier 
uniform  bills  of  lading.  The  Commission 
also  sought  comments  on  a  proposal  to 
further  amend  these  rules  submitted 
jointly  by  National  Grain  and  Feed 
Association  (NGFA),  the  Association  of 
American  Railroad  (AAR),  and  the 
National  Industrial  Transportation 
League  (NTTL).  By  letter  filed  July  7, 
1993,  NGFA,  AAR  and  NTTL  jointly 
request  an  extension  to  August  30. 1993 
to  file  comments.  These  parties  state 
additional  time  is  needed  due  to  the 


large  number  of  constituents  each 
represents  and  difficulties  seeking  a 
consensus  regarding  the  proposals  due 
to  unavailability  of  key  personnel.  The 
extension  request  is  reasonable  and  will  * 
be  granted. 

DATES:  Comments  mtist  be  received  by 
August  30, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  an  original  and  10 
copies  of  comments  referring  to  Ex  Parte 
No.  495  to:  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Case 
Control  Branch,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  Washington.  DC  20423. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Joseph  H.  Dettmar,  (202)  927-5660  or 
Andrew  J.  Nosacek,  (202)  927-5318. 
[TDD  for  the  hearing  impaired:  (202) 
927-5721). 

Decided:  July  19, 1993. 

By  the  Commission.  Chainnan  McDonald, 
Vice  Chainnan  Simmons,  Commissioners 
Phillips,  Philhin,  and  Walden.  Commissioner 
Walden  dissented  with  a  separate  expression. 
Sidney  L.  Strickland,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17666  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  7038-01-F 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  inspection 
Service 

[Docket  No.  93-089-1] 

Availability  of  Environmental 
Assessments  and  Findings  of  No 
Significant  Impact 

AGENCY:  Animal  emd  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  We  are  advising  the  public 
that  six  environmental  assessments  and 
findings  of  no  significant  impact  have 
been  prepared  by  the  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service  relative  to  the 
issuance  of  permits  to  allow  the  held 
testing  of  genetically  engineered 
organisms.  The  environmental 
assessments  provide  a  basis  for  our 
conclusion  that  the  field  testing  of  these 
genetically  engineered  organisms  will 
not  present  a  risk  of  introducing  or 
disseminating  a  plant  pest  and  will  not 
have  a  significant  impact  on  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment.  Based  on  its 
findings  of  no  significant  impact,  the 


Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service  has  determined  that 
environmental  impact  statements  need 
not  be  prepared. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  environmental 
assessments  and  findings  of  no 
significant  impact  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  USDA,  room  1141, 
South  Building,  14th  Street  and 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  DC,  between  8  a.m.  and 
4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  holidays.  Persons  wishing  to 
inspect  those  documents  are  encouraged 
to  call  ahead  on  (202)  690-2817  to 
facilitate  entry  into  the  reading  room. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Dr. 
Arnold  Foudin,  Deputy  Director, 
Biotechnology  Permits,  BBEP,  APHIS, 
USDA,  room  850,  Federal  Building, 

6505  Belcrest  Road,  Hyattsville,  MD 
20782,  (301)  430-7612.  For  copies  of  the 
environmental  assessments  and  findings 
of  no  significant  impact,  write  to  Mr. 
Clayton  Givens  at  the  same  address. 
Please  refer  to  the  permit  numbers  listed 
below  when  ordering  documents. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  ^FORMATION:  The 
regulations  in  7  CFR  part  340  (referred 
to  below  as  the  regulations)  regulate  the 
introduction  (importation,  interstate 
movement,  and  release  into  the 
environment)  of  genetically  engineered 
organisms  and  products  that  are  plant 
pests  or  that  there  is  reason  to  believe 
are  plant  pests  (regulated  articles).  A 
permit  must  be  obtained  before  a 
regulated  article  may  be  introduced  into 
the  United  States.  The  regulations  set 
forth  the  procedures  for  obtaining  a 


limited  permit  for  the  importation  or 
interstate  movement  of  a  regulated 
article  and  for  obtaining  a  permit  for  the 
release  into  the  environment  of  a 
regulated  article.  The  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service  (APHIS)  has 
stated  that  it  would  prepare  an 
environmental  assessment  and,  when 
necessary,  an  environmental  impact 
statement  before  issuing  a  permit  for  the 
release  into  the  environment  of  a 
regulated  article  (see  52  FR  22906). 

In  the  course  of  reviewing  each  permit 
application,  APHIS  assessed  the  impact 
on  the  environment  that  releasing  the 
organisms  under  the  conditions 
described  in  the  permit  application 
would  have.  APHIS  has  issued  permits 
for  the  field  testing  of  the  organisms 
listed  below  after  concluding  that  the 
organisms  will  not  present  a  risk  of 
plant  pest  introduction  or  dissemination 
and  will  not  have  a  significant  impact 
on  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment.  The  environmental 
assessments  and  findings  of  no 
significant  impact,  which  are  based  on 
data  submitted  by  the  applicants  and  on 
a  review  of  other  relevant  literature, 
provide  the  public  with  documentation 
of  APHIS’  review  and  analysis  of  the 
environmental  impacts  associated  with 
conducting  the  field  tests. 

Environmental  assessments  and 
findings  of  no  significant  impact  have 
been  prepared  by  APHIS  relative  to  the 
issuance  of  permits  to  allow  the  field 
testing  of  the  following  genetically 
engineered  organisms: 


Permit  No. 

Permittee 

Date  issued 

Organisms 

Field  test  loca¬ 
tion 

93-117-01,  rer>ew€d  of  permit  90-065-06,  Is¬ 
sued  on  05-15-90. 

Urriversity  of 
Kentu^. 

06-15-93 

Tobacco  plants  genetically  atrgineered  to  ex¬ 
press  resistance  to  tobacco  vein  mottling 
virus. 

Kentucky. 

93-063-01  . 

Miles  Incor¬ 
porated. 

06-17-93 

Tobacco  plants  genetically  engineered  to  ex¬ 
press  stilberte  phytoaiexin  synthase  genes 
for  resistarrce  to  the  furrgus  Botrytis  dnerea. 

Florida,  Kan¬ 
sas. 

93-105-04  . 

Michigan 

State  Uni¬ 
versity. 

06-17-93 

Melon  plants  genetically  engineered  to  ex¬ 
press  resistartce  to  zucchini  yellow  mosaic 
virus. 

Michigan. 

93-105-06,  renewal  of  permit  92-076-02,  is¬ 
sued  on  06-18-92. 

New  York 

State  Agri¬ 
cultural  Ex¬ 
periment 
Station. 

06-17-93 

Squash  plants  genetically  engineered  to  ex¬ 
press  resistance  to  cucumber  rTX)saic  virus. 

New  York. 
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Permit  No. 

Permittee 

Date  Issued 

Organisms 

Field  test  loca¬ 
tion 

93-105-07,  renewal  of  permit  92-076-02,  is¬ 
sued  on  06-18-92. 

New  York 

State  Agri¬ 
cultural  Ex¬ 
periment 
Station. 

06-18-93 

Melon  plants  geneticalty  engineered  to  ex¬ 
press  resistance  to  cucumber  n>osaic  virus. 

New  York. 

93-039-02  _ _  _ _ _ 

University  of 
VMsoonsin 
at  Madison. 

1 

06-22-93 

Spruce  and  poplar  trees  genetically  engi¬ 
neered  to  express  a  deltaendotoxin  from 
BadHu$  Ihurmgiertaia  subsp.  kurstaU  strain 
HD1  for  resistance  to  tepktopteran  insects. 

Wisconsin. 

The  environmental  assessments  and 
hndings  of  no  significant  impact  have 
been  prepared  in  accwdance  with:  (1) 
The  Naticmal  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969  (NEPA)  (42  U.S.C  4321  et  seq.), 
(2)  Regulations  of  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  for 
Implementing  the  Procedural  Provisions 
of  NEPA  (40  CFR  parts  1500-1508),  (3) 
USDA  Regulations  Implementing  NEPA 
(7  CFR  part  lb),  and  (4)  APHIS 
Guidelines  Implementing  NEPA  (44  FR 
50381-50384,  August  28, 1979,  and  44 
FR  51272-51274,  August  31, 1979). 

£k)ne  in  Washington,  DC.  this  20th  day  of 
)uly  1993. 

Terry  L.  Medley, 

Acting  Administrator,  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17707  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BtUJNG  CODE  Mie-M-# 


[Docket  No. 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  for 
the  Importation  of  Logs,  Lumber,  and 
Other  Unmanufactured  Wood  Articles 

AGENCY:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service,  USDA. 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  We  are  advising  the  public 
that  the  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service  intends  to  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement  (EIS)  in 
connection  with  regulations  we  are 
considering  proposing  regarding  the 
importation  of  certain  types  of 
unmanufactured  wood  articles.  This 
notice  identifies  the  environmental 
issues  that  we  intend  to  analyze  in  the 
EIS  and  requests  public  comment  on 
those  and  other  issues. 

DATES:  Consideration  will  be  given  only 
to  comments  received  on  or  before 
August  25, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Please  send  an  original  and 
three  copies  of  your  comments  to  Mr. 
Jack  Edmundson,  Environmental 
Analysis  and  Documentation, 
Biotechnology,  Biologies,  and 
Environmental  Protection,  APHIS, 
USDA,  room  543,  Federal  Building, 
6505  Belcrest  Road,  Hyattsville,  MD 


20782.  Please  state  that  your  comments 
refer  to  Docket  No.  92-195-1. 

Comments  received  may  be  inspected  at 
USDA,  room  1141,  South  Building,  14th 
Street  and  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  DC,  between  8  a.m.  and 
4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  holidays.  Persons  wishing  to 
insp^  comments  are  encourag^  to  call 
ahead  on  (202)  690-2817  to  facilitate 
entry  into  the  conunent  reading  room. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Mr. 
Jack  Edmundson,  Environmental 
Analysis  and  Documentation, 
Biotechnology,  Biologies,  and 
Environmental  Protection,  APHIS, 

USDA,  room  543,  Federal  Building, 

6505  ^Icrest  Road,  Hyattsville,  MD 
20782,  (301)  436-8963. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service  (APHIS)  is  considering 
regulating  the  importation  of  certain 
types  of  unmanufactured  wood  articles, 
such  as  logs,  lumber,  wood  chips,  and 
bark.  Under  the  provisions  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969  (NEPA)  (42  U.S.C.  4331,  et.  seq.), 
we  are  required  to  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement  (EIS) 
for  the  regulations  under  consideration. 
This  notice  will  serve  to  inform  the 
public  of  our  intent  to  prepare  an  EIS, 
describe  the  proposed  scope  of  the  EIS, 
and  solicit  public  comment  on  the 
potential  environmental  issues. 

Until  recently,  the  quantity  and 
variety  of  unmanufactured  wood  articles 
imported  into  the  United  States  were 
very  limited.  Consequently,  no 
regulations  were  developed  to 
specifically  address  the  importation  of 
unmanufactured  wood  articles.  APHIS 
has  dealt  with  such  imports  by 
inspecting  shipments  of 
unmanufactured  wood  articles  at  ports 
of  first  arrival  in  the  United  States  and 
ordering  further  action,  if  warranted,  as 
a  condition  of  entry.  In  addition,  APHIS 
has  prohibited  the  entry  of  logs  from  the 
Soviet  Far  East  and  Siberia  b^ause  a 
detailed  pest  risk  assessment  found 
dangerous  plant  pests  could  occur  in 
such  logs  and  may  be  entered  with 
them. 


There  is  currently  an  intense 
commercial  interest  in  developing  a 
long-term  industry  in  the  Pacific 
Northwest  for  importing  and  processing 
logs  from  foreign  countries.  There  is 
also  the  potential  for  increased  imports 
of  logs  and  other  unmanufactured  wood 
articles  into  other  areas  of  the  United 
States. 

In  light  of  this,  representatives  of 
domestic  timber  industries.  State 
governments,  academia,  and 
environmental  organizations  requested 
that  APHIS  establish  conditions  for 
importing  unmanufactured  wood 
articles  that  are  adequate  to  prevent  the 
introduction  into  the  United  States  of 
plant  pests  and  pathogens.  As  a  result, 
an  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  September  22, 1992 
(57  FR  43628-43631,  Docket  No.  91- 
074-2)  to  inform  the  public  that  APHIS 
is  considering  regulating  the 
importation  of  certain  types  of 
unmanufactured  wood  articles,  such  as 
logs,  lumber,  wood  chips,  and  bark. 

APHIS  will  attempt  to  accomplish  the 
following  objectives  in  the  regulations 
currently  under  consideration: 

•  Identify  the  types  of  articles  to  be 
regulated  (unmanufactured  wood 
articles); 

•  Impose  requirements  on  the 
importation  and  entry  of  regulated 
articles  that  would  minimize  plant  pest 
risks; 

•  Establish  universal  importation 
requirements  under  which  any 
regulated  article  could  be  imported  and 
entered  horn  anywhere  if  the 
requirements  were  met; 

•  Establish  a  procedure  for  evaluating 
whether  to  allow  unmanufactured  wood 
articles  to  be  imported  and  entered 
under  conditions  other  than  those 
specified  in  the  regulations. 

The  regulations  currently  under 
consideration  would  require  some 
combination  of  de-barking,  heat 
treatment,  fumigation,  pesticide  and 
fungicide  use,  inspection,  and 
permitting  and  cortification,  depending 
upon  the  type  of  unmanufactured  wood 
article  to  be  imported  and  its  origin. 
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As  part  of  the  rulemaking  process, 
APHIS  will  examine  four  alternatives: 

•  Take  no  action  (i.e.,  do  not  establish 
regulations); 

•  Establish  regulations  based  on  the 
objectives  described  above; 

•  Prohibit  the  importation  of 
imtreated  or  raw  wood,  except  as 
packing  material  and  except  vmtreated 
raw  wood  from  Canada  and  the  border 
states  of  Mexico; 

•  Prohibit  the  importation  of  all 
immanufactured  wood  articles  except 
for  articles  from  Canada  and  the  border 
states  of  Mexico.  This  alternative  will  be 
considered,  but  may  be  too  speculative 
and  xmsuited  to  meaningful  analysis. 
Comment  on  this  issue  would  be  very 
helpful  and  is  particularly  solicited. 

Many  of  the  issues  that  will  be 
developed  in  the  EIS  were  identified  in 
comments  submitted  in  response  to  the 
advance  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
mentioned  above.  The  issues  include: 

•  Human  safety  as  it  relates  to  the  use 
of  pesticides  and  wood  preservatives. 
The  use  of  chemicals  will  be  addressed 
by  discussing  the  human  health 
implications  of  the  use  or  non-use  of 
Environmental  Protection  Agency- 
registered  chemicals. 

•  The  potential  impact  of  the 
alternatives  imder  consideration  on 
forests  in  the  United  States.  This  issue 
includes  the  potential  for  changes  in 
logging  pressure  on  U.S.  forests  and  the 
potential  risk  of  plant  pest  introduction. 

•  The  cumulative  impact  of  the  use  of 
methyl  bromide  as  a  fumigant.  The 
regulations  being  considered  could 
result  in  methyl  bromide  fumigation  of 
unmanufactured  wood  articles,  both  in 
foreign  coimtries  cmd  at  U.S.  ports. 

•  ^veral  commenters  requested  that 
we  evaluate  the  potential  for  the 
regulations  vmder  consideration  to 
increase  demand  for  tropical  and 
Siberian  unmanufactur^  wood  articles 
and  thus  result  in  secondary  impacts  on 
the  global  environment.  Al^ough  this 


issue  may  be  too  speculative  to  evaluate 
meaningfully,  information  regarding 
this  issue  would  be  very  helpful  and  is 
solicited. 

Potential  "extraterritorial”  impacts 
that  may  fall  within  the  purview  of 
Executive  Order  12114  will  be 
discussed  in  the  EIS.  No  separate 
document  will  be  necessary  to  comply 
with  Executive  Order  12114. 

Comments  regarding  the  proposed 
scope  of  the  EIS  are  welcome  and  will 
be  frilly  considered.  When  the  draft  EIS 
is  completed,  a  notice  annoimcing  its 
availability  and  an  invitation  to 
comment  on  it,  along  with  a  notice  of 
any  public  hearings,  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  in  Washington,  DC,  this  20th  day  of 
July  1993. 

Terry  L.  Medley, 

Acting  Administrator,  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17706  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 

BaUNO  CODE  9410-34-P 


[Docket  No.  93-090-1] 

Receipt  of  a  Permit  Appiication  for 
Reiease  Into  the  Environment  of 
Genetically  Engineered  Organisms 

AGENCY:  Animal  and  Plant  Health 
Inspection  Service.  USDA. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  We  are  advising  the  public 
that  an  application  for  a  permit  to 
release  genetically  engineered 
organisms  into  the  environment  is  being 
reviewed  by  the  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service.  The 
application  has  been  submitted  in 
accordance  with  7  CFR  part  340,  which 
regulates  the  introduction  of  certain 
genetically  engineered  organisms  and 
products. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  application 
referenced  in  this  notice,  with  any 


confidential  business  information 
deleted,  are  available  for  public 
inspection  in  room  1141,  South 
Building,  U.S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  14th  Street  and 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  DC,  between  8  a.m.  and 
4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  holidays.  Persons  wishing  to 
inspect  an  application  are  encouraged  to 
call  ahead  on  (202)  690-2817  to 
facilitate  entry  into  the  reading  room. 
You  may  obtain  copies  of  the 
documents  by  writing  to  the  person 
listed  under  "FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT.” 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Dr. 
Arnold  Foudin,  Deputy  Director, 
Biotechnology  Permits,  BBEP,  APHIS, 
USDA,  room  850,  Federal  Building, 

6505  Belcrest  Road,  Hyattsville,  MD 
20782,  (301)  436-7612. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
regulations  in  7  CFR  part  340, 
"Introduction  of  Organisms  and 
Products  Altered  or  Produced  Through 
Genetic  Engineering  Which  Are  Plant 
Pests  or  Which  There  Is  Reason  to 
Believe  Are  Plant  Pests,”  require  a 
person  to  obtain  a  permit  before 
introducing  (importing,  moving 
interstate,  or  releasing  into  the 
environment)  into  the  United  States 
certain  genetically  engineered 
organisms  and  products  that  are 
considered  "regulated  articles.”  The 
regulations  set  forth  procedures  for 
obtaining  a  permit  for  the  release  into 
the  environment  of  a  regulated  article, 
and  for  obtaining  a  Umited  permit  for 
the  importation  or  interstate  movement 
of  a  regulated  article. 

Pursuant  to  these  regulations,  the 
Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service  has  received  and  is  reviewing 
the  following  application  for  a  permit  to 
release  genetically  engineered 
organisms  into  the  environment: 


AppHcatkm  No. 

Applicant 

Date  re¬ 
ceived 

Organism 

Field  test  lo¬ 
cation 

93-175-01,  renewal  of  permit  91-205- 
01.  issued  on  10-22-91. 

Calgene,  trxxxporated . 

06-24-93 

Rapeseed  plants  genetically  engineered 
to  express  oU  modification  genes. 

Cakfomia. 

Done  in  Washington,  DC,  this  20th  day  of 
July  1993. 

Terry  L.  Medley, 

Acting  Administrator,  Animal  and  Plant 
Health  Inspection  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17708  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
WUmO  CODE  S4ie-M-P 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

International  Trade  Administration 

Export  Trade  Certificate  of  Review 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Application. 

SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  Export  Trading 
Company  Affairs,  International  Trade 
Administration,  Department  of 


Commerce,  has  received  an  application 
for  an  Export  Trade  Certificate  of 
Review.  This  notice  summarizes  the 
application  and  requests  comments 
relevant  to  whether  the  Certificate 
should  be  issued. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Jude 
Kearney,  Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Export  Trading  Company  Affairs, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
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202/482-5131.  This  is  not  a  toll-free 
number. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORUATION:  Title  m  of 
the  Export  Trading  Company  Act  of 
1982  (15  U.S.C  4001-21)  authorizes  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  to  issue  Export 
Trade  Certificates  of  Review.  A 
Certificate  of  Review  protects  the  holder 
and  the  members  identified  in  the 
Certificate  from  state  and  federal 
government  antitrust  actions  and  firom 
private,  treble  damage  antitrust  actions 
for  the  export  conduct  specified  in  the 
Certificate  and  carried  out  in 
compliance  with  its  terms  and 
conditions.  Section  302(b)(1)  of  the  Act 


A”  Brass  FourxJry,  Inc . . . 

Aacco  Foundry,  Iik _ _ _ 

American  Brass  &  Iron  .... . . 

Beckett  Bronze  Co.,  Inc . . - . . 

BeN  Fourxlry  Compcsiy . 

CASTCO  (Cast  Aluminum  &  Brass  Corp.) . 

Commercial  Casing  Co . 

EXCAL,  Inc _ _ - _ _ 

Fresrx)  Valves  A  Casirtgs,  Itk . . . . 

Gregg  Industries . . . 

Kearney’s  Maruifacturir^ . . 

Lodi  Iron  Works,  lr»c . . . . 

Los  Angeles  Brass  Products  . 

Macaulay  Foundry . . 

Martin  Brass  Foundry  . . . . 

Micro  Metals,  Irrc  . . 

Modem  Pattern  &  Foundry  Company  . . 

Montclak  Bronze,  Inc . . . . . 

Pactic  Steel  Casing  Co  . . . 

Production  Pattern  &  Fourxlry  Company  _ 

Valley  Brass,  Inc . . . . . 


and  15  CFR  325.6(a)  require  the 
Secretary  to  publish  a  notice  ijg^the 
Federal  Register  identifying  the 
applictmt  and  summarizing  its  proposed 
export  conduct. 

Request  fior  Public  Comments 

Interested  parties  may  submit  written 
comments  relevant  to  the  determination 
whether  an  amended  Certificate  should 
be  issued.  An  original  and  five  (5) 
copies  should  be  submitted  no  later 
than  20  days  after  the  date  of  this  notice 
to:  Office  of  Export  Trading  Company 
Affairs,  International  Trade 
Administration,  Department  of 
Oimmerce,  room  1800H,  Washington, 

Members  in  Aodition  to  Appucant 


DC  20230.  Information  submitted  by  any 
person  is  exempt  from  disclosure  under 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  552).  Comments  should  refer  to 
this  application  as  “Export  Trade 
Certificate  of  Review,  application 
number  93-00001.” 

Summary  of  the  Application 

Applicant:  CALCAST,  Inc.,  1011  St. 
Andrews  Dr.,  Suite  I,  El  Dorado  Hills, 
CA  95762.  Application  No.:  93-00001. 
Contact:  Jerry  Simonelli.  Co\msel. 
Telephone:  (202)  223-0055. 

Date  Deemed  Submitted:  July  19 
1993 


Company 


City 

Loa  Angeles . . 

Carson _ 

Oakland _ 

MutkI . 

South  Gate . . 

San  Leandro  _ 

Fontana _ 

Mins . . 

Selma . 

El  Monte  . . 

Fresno . . . 

Lodi  . . 

Huntington  Park  ... 

Berkeley - 

Torrance . . 

Richmorxi _ 

Los  Angeles _ 

Montclair _ 

Berkeley . . — 

San  Learxlro  . 

El  Monte . . . 


State 


CaMfomia. 

Do. 

Oa 

Indiana. 

Cafifomia. 

Do. 

Do. 

Wyoming. 

California. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Da 


CALCAST,  Inc.  seeks  a  Certificate  to 
cover  the  following  specific  Export 
Trade,  Export  Markets,  and  Export 
Trade  Activities  and  Methods  of 
Operations. 

Export  Trade 

J.  Products  and  Services 

All  products  that  can  be  cast  from 
stainless  steel,  carbon  steel,  grey  iron, 
ni-hard  iron,  (nickel-based),  brass, 
bronze,  copper,  aluminum,  titanium  and 
any  alloyed  combination  of  those 
materials,  as  well  as  design  services 
related  to  Products  and  related 
manufacturing  processes. 

2.  Export  Trade  Fadiitation  Services  (As 
They  Relate  to  the  Export  of  Products 
and  Services) 

Consulting;  international  market 
research:  marketing  and  trade 
promotion;  trade  show  participation; 
legal  assistance;  services  related  to 
compliance  with  customs  requirements; 


trade  documentaticm  and  freight 
forwarding;  conununication  and 
processing  of  export  orders  and  sales 
leads;  foreign  exchange;  financing;  and 
liaison  with  U.S.  foreign  government 
agencies,  trade  associations,  and 
banking  institutions. 

Export  Markets 

The  Export  Markets  include  all  parts 
of  the  world  except  the  United  States 
(the  fifty  states  of  the  United  States,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  the 
(Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico,  the 
Virgin  Islands,  American  Samoa,  Guam, 
the  Commonwealth  of  the  Northern 
Mariana  Islands,  and  the  Trust  Territory 
of  the  Pacific  Islands). 

Export  Trade  Activities  and  Methods  of 
Operation 

(Calcast,  Inc.  and/cH*  its  Membws  may: 

1.  Discuss  and  reach  agreements 
relating  to  foreign  customer 
specificatioQS  and  engineering 


requirements.  Calcast,  Inc.  may  obtain 
foreign  ciistomer  specifications  and 
engineering  requirements  and  then  its 
Board  members  may  review  and  discuss 
them. 

2.  Engage  in  joint  bidding,  joint 
negotiating  with  foreign  buyers,  joint 
processing  of  foreign  orders  and  othw 
joint  selling  arrangements  for  their 
products  emd  allocate  export  sales 
resulting  from  such  arrangements. 

3.  Establish  export  prices,  quantities, 
and  other  terms  and  conditions  of  sale 
for  sales  of  their  products  in  foreign 
markets. 

4.  Share  product  information  for 
export  only,  including  but  not  limited  to 
information  concerning  type  of 
materials  used,  type  of  goods  produced, 
and  capacity  information,  in  order  to 
determine  which  Members  can  bid  on 
each  export  job. 

5.  Label  goods  produced  by  any 
member  with  a  label  identifying  the 
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fulfill  the  technical  product 
requirements  of  specific  export 
customers  or  particular  exp(xi  mariiets. 
11.  Exchan^  and  discuss  price, 


goods  as  exported  by  or  through  Calcast, 
Inc. 

6.  Refuse  to  quote  for,  or  to  market  or 
sell  to  certain  foreign  customers. 
Members  may  retain  foreign  customers 
to  whom  the  Members  already  had 
export  sales  during  the  one  (1)  year 
period  prior  to  commencement  of 
Calcast.  Inc.  operations  without  any 
comptetition  from  Calcast.  Inc.  This 
refusal  to  compete  is  limited,  however, 
to  those  product  lines  already  in  use,  as 
defined  by  pattem(s)  or  mold(s). 
Additionally,  Members  may  agree  that 
Calcast.  Inc.  shall  be  their  exclusive 
agent  for  all  customers  generated  by  or 
through  Calcast,  Inc.  and  that  the 
Members  shall  not  compete  with 
Calcast,  Inc.  by  attempting  to  sell  to  or 
selling  to  any  customer  of  Calcast,  Inc. 
without  Calcast,  Inc.’s  involvement  in 
the  sale  for  a  defined  noncompetition 
period. 

7.  Engage  in  joint  promotional 
activities,  such  as  advertising  and  trade 
shows,  aimed  at  developing  or 
expanding  export  markets. 

8.  Refuse  to  solicit  non-member 
suppliers  to  export  their  products 
through  Calcast,  Inc.’s  certified 
activities.  Calcast,  Inc.  and/or  its 
Members  may  solicit  and  negotiate  with 
non-member  suppliers  to  sell  their 
products  through  Calcast,  Inc.’s  certified 
activities;  provided,  however,  that 
Calcast,  Inc.  and/or  its  Members  shall 
make  such  solicitations  or  offers  to  non¬ 
members  on  a  transaction  by  transaction 
basis  only  and  then  only  when  the 
Members  are  unable  or  not  reasonably 
able  to  supply,  at  a  price  competitive 
under  the  circumstances,  tlie  requisite 
product  or  services;  and  provide 
further  that  Calcast,  Inc.  and/or  its 
Members  may  exchange  only  such 
information  with  such  non-member 
suppliers  as  is  reasonably  required  by 
such  transaction. 

9.  Jointly  finance  Calcast.  Inc.  costs 
and  costs  of  any  sales  agents.  Foreign 
customers  may  make  payments  to 
Calcast,  Inc.  as  agent  for  the  Member(s). 
Calcast.  Inc.  may  then  retain  a 
commission  from  the  sale,  remit 
payment  due  to  any  sales  agents,  and 
then  remit  payment  due  to  the 
Memberfs). 

10.  Share  foreign  market  information 
and  engage  in  joint  market  research 
concerning  export  markets.  Exchange 
and  discuss  market  information  in 
regard  to  opportunities  for  sales  in 
export  markets,  selling  strategies  in 
export  markets,  pricing  in  export 
markets,  project^  demand  in  export 
markets,  customary  terms  of  sale  in 
export  markets,  types  of  products 
available  from  competitors  for  sale  in 
particular  export  markets,  and  how  to 


Members  for  export  on  a  transaction  by 
transaction  basis  only  as  necessary. 

12.  Exchange  and  mscuss  information 
about  terms,  conditions,  and 
specifications  of  particular  contracts  for 
sale  in  export  markets  to  be  considered 
and/or  bid  on  by  Calcast,  Inc. 

13.  Exchange  and  discuss  information 
about  joint  bidding  or  selling 
agreements  for  export  markets  and 
allocations  of  sales  resulting  from  such 
arrangements  among  the  Members. 

14.  Exchange  and  discuss  information 
about  expenses  specific  to  and  within 
export  maricets,  including  but  not 
limited  to  insurance,  transportation, 
port  storage,  commissions, 
documentation  requirements,  customs, 
duties,  and  taxes. 

15.  Exchange  and  discuss  information 
about  United  States  and  foreign 
legislation  and  regulations  afiecting 
sales  in  export  markets. 

16.  Exchange  and  discuss  information 
about  Calcast,  Inc.  or  Members’  export 
operations,  including  but  not  limited  to 
sales  and  distribution  networks  and 
prior  export  sales  by  Members 
(including  export  price  information). 

17.  Discuss  and  agree  on  engineering 
and  other  technical  product  and  service 
requirements  of  specific  export 
customers  or  export  markets  as  well  as 
how  to  fulfill  such  requirements. 

18.  Meet  to  engage  in  the  conduct 
described  in  paragraphs  1-17  above. 

Dated:  July  20, 1993. 

Jude  Kearney, 

Acting  Director.  Office  of  Export  Trading 
Company  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17749  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
MLUNO  COOC  361»-OR-M 


[A-427-801;  et  al.) 

Final  Resulta  of  Antidumping  Duty 
Administrative  Reviews  and 
Revocation  in  Part  of  an  Antidumping 
Duty  Order 

In  the  matter  of  A-27-801.  A-428-801,  A- 
475-801,  A-588-804,  A-485-801.  A-559- 
801,  A-401-801,  A-549-801,  A-412-801; 
Antifriction  Bearings  (Other  Than  Tapered 
Roller  Bearings)  and  Parts  Thereof  From 
France,  Germany,  Italy.  Japan,  Romania, 
Singapore,  Sweden,  lliailand,  and  the  United 
Kingdom. 

AGENCY:  International  Trade 
AdministrationAmport  Administration 
Department  of  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  final  results  of 
antidumping  duty  administrative 


reviews  and  revocation  in  part  of  an 
antidumping  duty  order. 

SUMMARY:  On  April  27, 1993,  the 
Department  of  Commerce  published  the 
preliminary  results  of  its  administrative 
reviews  of  the  antidumping  duty  orders 
on  antifriction  bearings  (other  tl^n 
tapered  roller  bearings)  and  parts 
thereof,  from  France,  Germany,  Italy, 
Japan,  Romania,  Singapore,  Sweden, 
Thailand  and  the  United  Kingdom,  llie 
classes  or  kinds  of  merchandise  covered 
by  these  reviews  are  ball  bearings  and 
parts  thereof,  cylindrical  roller  bearings 
and  parts  thereof,  and  spherical  plain 
bearings  and  parts  thereof,  as  described 
in  more  detail  below.  The  reviews  cover 
41  manufacturers/exporters  and  the 
period  May  1, 1991  through  April  30, 
1992. 

Based  on  our  analysis  of  the 
comments  received,  we  have  made 
changes,  including  corrections  of  certain 
inadvertent  programming  and  clerical 
errors,  in  the  margin  calculations. 
Therefore,  the  final  results  differ  from 
the  preliminary  results.  The  final 
weighted-average  dumping  margins  for 
the  reviewed  firms  for  each  class  or  kind 
of  merchandise  are  listed  below  in  the 
section  "Final  Results  of  Review.” 

The  Department  also  is  revoking  the 
antidumping  duty  order  on  cylindrical 
roller  bearings  and  parts  thereof  from 
the  United  Kingdom  with  respect  to 
Cooper  Roller  tarings  Co.  Ltd. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  26. 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  The 

appropriate  case  analyst,  for  the  various 
respondent  firms  listed  below,  at  the 
Office  of  Antidumping  Compliance, 
International  Trade  Administration. 

U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  DC  20230;  telephone:  (202) 
482-4733. 

France 

Joanna  Schlesinger  (Dassault  Industries,  SNR 
Roulements  S.A.,  Valeo  S.A.).  Michael 
Diminich  (SKF  France),  Joseph  Fargo 
(SNECMA),  Anna  Snider  (SNFA),  Carlo 
Cavagna  (Turbomeca),  or  Richard 
Rimlinger. 

Germany 

Carlo  Cavagna  (Fichtel  &  Sachs  AC),  Michael 
Diminich  (FAG  Kugelfischer  George 
Schaefer  KCaA),  Amy  Beargie  (INA 
Walzlager  Schaeffler  KG),  J.  David  Dirstine 
(SKF  GmbH,  George  Mueller  Numberg 
AG),  David  Levy  (NTN  Kugellagerfabrik 
(Deutschland)  GmbH),  or  Richard 
Rimlinger. 

Italy 

Cerlo  Cavagna  (Meter  S.p.a.),  Michael 
Diminich  (Si^  Industrie  S.p.A.),  Joseph 
Fargo  (SNECMA),  Anna  Snider  (FAG  Italia 
S.p.A.),  or  Richard  Rimlinger. 
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Japan 

Jacqueline  Airowsmith  (Showa  Pillow  Block 
M^.  Ltd.,  Takeshita  Seiko  Co.,  Nacbi- 
Fujikoshi  Corp.),  Kris  Campbell  (Izumoto 
Seiko  Co.  Ltd.,  Tottori  Yamakai  Bearing 
Seisakusbo  Ltd.),  David  Levy  (NTN  Cc^., 
NSK  Ltd.),  Joseph  Hanley  (Koyo  Seiko  Co. 
Ltd.,  Asahi  Seiko  Co.  Ltd.,  Inoue  Jikuuke 
Kogyo  Co.),  Philip  Marchal  (Nippon  Pillow 
Block  Sales  Co.,  Nakai  Bearing  Co.  Ltd., 
Honda  Motw  Co.  Ltd.,  Osaka  Pump  Co. 

Ltd.,  Pujino  Iron  Works  Co.  Ltd.,  Nankai 
Seilm  Bearing  Co.  Ltd.),  or  Michael  Rill. 

Bomania  ■ 

Michael  Diminich  (Tehnoimportexport)  or 
Richard  Rimlinger. 

Singapon 

David  Levy  (NMB  Singapore  Ltd.  and  Pelmec 
Industries  (Pte.)  Ltd.)  or  Michael  RilL 

Sweden 

Joseph  Fargo.  Michael  Diminich  (SKF 
Sverige),  or  Richard  Rimlinger. 

Thailand 

David  Levy  (NMB  Thai  Ltd.  and  Pelmec  Thai 
Ltd.)  or  Michael  Rill. 

United  Kingdom 

Amy  Beargie  (The  Barden  Corporation  (U.K.) 
Ltd.),  Anna  Snider  (FAG  (U.K.)  Ltd.),  Carlo 
Cavagna  (RHP  Bearings),  Joanna 
Schlesinger  (Cooper  Bearings  Ltd.,  Societe 
Nouvelle  de  Roulements),  or  Richard 
Rimlinger. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

On  April  27, 1993,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (the  Department)  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  the  preliminary 
results  of  its  administrative  reviews  of 
the  antidumping  duty  orders  on 
antihiction  bearings  (other  than  tapered 
roller  bearings)  and  parts  thereof  (AFBs) 
from  France,  Germany,  Italy,  Japan, 
Romania,  Singapore,  Sweden,  Thailand 
and  the  United  Kingdom  (58  FR  25606- 
25631).  We  gave  interested  parties  an 
opportunity  to  comment  on  our 
preliminary  results. 

At  the  request  of  certain  interested 
parties,  we  held  a  public  hearing  on 
general  issues  pertaining  to  all  nine 
countries  on  May  24, 1993,  and  hearings 
on  case-specific  issues  as  follows: 
Thailand  on  May  25, 1993;  Italy  on  May 
26, 1993;  Germany  on  May  27, 1993; 


Japan  on  May  28, 1993;  and  the  United 
Kj^dom  on  May  28, 1993. 

In  accordance  with  §  353.25(a)  of  the 
Department’s  regulations  (19  CFR 
353.2S(a)),  the  Department  is  revoking 
the  antidumping  duty  order  on 
cylindrical  roller  bearings  and  parts 
thereof  (CRBs)  from  the  United 
Kingdom  with  respect  to  (hooper  Roller 
Bearings  Co.  Ltd.  (Cooper).  Cooper 
submitted  a  request,  in  accordance  with 
19  CFR  353.25(b),  for  revocation  of  the 
order  with  respect  to  that  company. 
Cooper  has  demonstrated  three 
consecutive  years  of  sales  at  not  less 
than  foreign  market  value  and  has 
submitted  the  required  certifications. 
Furthermore,  it  is  not  likely  that  Cooper 
will  sell  the  subject  merchandise  at  less 
than  foreign  market  value  in  the  future. 
Therefore,  the  Department  is  revoking 
the  order  on  cylindrical  roller  bearings 
and  parts  thereof  from  the  United 
Kingdom  with  respect  to  (hooper. 

Issues  Appendix 

All  issues  raised  in  the  case  and 
rebuttal  briefs  by  parties  to  the  18 
concurrent  administrative  reviews  of 
AFBs  are  addressed  in  the  "Issues 
Appendix,"  which  is  appended  to  this 
notice  of  final  results. 

Scope  of  Reviews 

The  products  covered  by  these 
reviews  are  antifiiction  bearings  (other 
than  tapered  roller  bearings),  and  parts 
thereof,  and  constitute  the  following 
"classes  or  kinds"  of  merchandise:  ball 
bearings  and  parts  thereof  (BBs), 
cylindrical  roller  bearings  and  parts 
thereof  (CRBs),  and  spherical  plain 
bearings  and  parts  thereof  (SPBs).  For  a 
detailed  description  of  the  products 
covered  under  these  classes  or  kinds  of 
merchandise,  including  a  compilation  of 
all  pertinent  scope  determinations,  see 
the  "Scope  Appendix,"  which  is 
appended  to  this  notice  of  final  results. 

Best  Information  Available 

In  accordance  with  section  776(c)  of 
the  Tarifi  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (the 
Tariff  Act),  we  have  determined  that  the 
use  of  the  best  information  available 
(BLA)  is  appropriate  for  a  number  of 
firms.  For  certain  firms,  total  BLA  was 


necessary,  while  for  other  firms,  only 
partial  BIA  was  applied.  For  a 
discussion  of  our  application  of  BIA,  see 
the  "Best  Information  Available" 
section  in  the  Issues  Appendix. 

Changes  Since  the  Preliminary  Results 

Based  on  our  analysis  of  comments 
received,  we  have  made  the  following 
changes  in  these  final  results: 

•  Where  applicable,  certain 
programming  and  clerical  errors  in  our 
preliminary  results  have  been  corrected. 
Any  alleged  programming  or  clerical 
errors  pertaining  to  the  calculation  and 
treatment  of  charges  and  adjustments, 
cost  of  production  (CXDP)  and 
constructed  value  (CV)  with  which  we 
do  not  agree  are  discussed  in  the 
relevant  sections  of  the  Issues 
Appendix. 

•  We  have  revised  our  test  to 
determine  whether  home  market  (HM) 
sales  to  related  parties  were  made  at 
arm’s  length.  The  test  used  for  these 
final  results  takes  into  account  levels  of 
trade  and  circumstances  of  sale. 

•  We  revised  our  methodology  for 
making  adjustments  for  taxes  paid  on 
home  market  sales  that  are  related,  or 
not  collected,  on  U.S.  sales.  Under  the 
new  methodology,  we  added  the  full 
amount  paid  in  the  home  market  to 
foreign  market  value  (FMV)  and  added 
the  same  amount  to  United  States  price 
(USP). 

•  We  have  changed  our  basis  for 
determining  "All  Others"  rates  to 
conform  to  recent  rulings  by  the  Court 
of  International  Trade  (C3T).  For  these 
reviews,  the  "All  Others”  rates  have 
been  based  on  those  from  the  less-than- 
fair-value  investigations. 

•  We  modified  our  treatment  of 
certain  charges  and  adjustments.  See  the 
Issues  Appendix  for  discussions  of  these 
changes. 

Analysis  of  Comments  Received 

See  the  Issues  Appendix  attached  to 
this  notice. 

Final  Results  of  Reviews 

We  determine  the  following 
percentage  margins  to  exist  for  the 
period  May  1, 1991  through  April  30, 
1992: 


Company 

France 

Dassault . 

SKF  . 

SNFA . . . 

SNR . 

SNECMA . 

Tuitx>meca . 

Valeo . 


BBS 

CRBs 

SPBs 

0.05 

0.00 

0.00 

2.08 

V) 

0.00 

66.42 

18.37 

(") 

4.47 

12.29 

(2) 

0.52 

2.05 

(2) 

0.00 

0.49 

(’) 

66.42 

18.37 

(») 

it«»y 


FAfi 

5.96 

25.M 

IblAtAT 

1  g7 

01 

jWP 

4ji6 

(LOO 

SNECMA .  . 

090 

lie 

AH  Others  3 . . . .  . . . . . .  . 

15597 

212.45 

Romania 


TIE.--- . - . . . . 1  (1)  I  .. 


AHOthere3 . . . . . . . . . . . 

39.61 

Singapore 

NMB/Pelmec  - . . . . . . . . . . . . 

8.14 

25.06 

All  Others  3 . . . . . . . 

Sweden 

7.79 

180.00 

596 

AH  Others 3 . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

1399 

_ 

Theiland 

NMB/Palm«o  . . 

0.18 

0.00 

AH  Others® .  . . . . . . . . . . . . 

. 

United  Kingdom 

BardeiVFAO  . . . ’ . . . 

8.90 

0.00 

0.00 

12.24 

43.36 

Cooper  . . . 

(») 

(») 

54.27 

SNR . 

AH  Others®  . . . . . . . . . 

'  No  U.S.  saies  durina  the  review  period. 

2  No  review  requested. 

3  Applies  to  firms  not  having  irxlividual  rates,  i.e.,  firms  not  covered  in  tvs  or  previous  segments  of  the  relevant  proceeding. 


Cash  Deposit  Requirements 

To  calculate  the  cash  deposit  rate  for 
each  respondent  (i.e.,  each  exporter  or 
manufacturer  included  in  these 
reviews),  we  divided  the  total  dumping 
margins  for  each  respondent  by  the  total 
net  USP  value  for  that  respondent's 
sales  for  each  relevant  class  or  kind 


during  the  review  period  under  each 
order. 

In  order  to  derive  a  single  deposit  rate 
for  each  class  or  kind  of  merchwdise  f(» 
each  respondent,  we  weight-averaged 
the  purchase  price  (PP)  and  exporter’s 
sales  price  (ESP)  deposit  rates  (using  the 
U.S.  value  of  PP  sales  and  ESP  sales, 
respectively,  as  the  weighting  factors). 


To  accomplish  this,  where  we  sampled 
ESP  sales,  we  first  calculated  an 
expanded  dumping  margin  for  all  ESP 
sales  during  the  review  period  by 
multiplying  the  sample  E^  margins  by 
the  ratio  of  total  weeks  in  the  review 
period  to  sample  weeks.  We  then 
calculated  a  total  net  USP  value  for  all 
ESP  sales  during  the  review  period  by 
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multiplying  the  sample  ESP  total  net 
value  by  the  same  ratio.  We  then 
divided  the  expanded  dumping  margins 
for  both  PP  and  ESP  sales  by  the 
expanded  USP  value  for  bo^  PP  and 
ESP  sales  to  obtain  the  deposit  rate. 

We  will  direct  Customs  to  collect  the 
resulting  percentage  deposit  rate  against 
the  enter^  Customs  value  of  each  of  the 
respondent’s  entries  of  subject 
merchandise  entered,  or  withdrawn 
horn  warehouse,  for  consumption  on  or 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice. 

Entries  of  parts  incorporated  into 
finished  bearings  before  sales  to  an 
unrelated  customer  in  the  United  States 
will  receive  the  respondent’s  deposit 
rate  for  the  appropriate  class  or  «dnd  of 
merchandise. 

Furthermore,  the  following  deposit 
reouirements  will  be  elective  upon 
publication  of  this  notice  of  final  results 
of  administrative  review  for  all 
shipments  of  antifiriction  bearings  (other 
than  tapered  roller  bearings)  and  parts 
thereof,  entered,  or  withdrawn  from 
warehouse,  for  consumption  on  or  after 
the  date  of  publication,  as  provided  by 
section  751(a)(1)  of  the  Tariff  Act:  (1) 

The  cash  deposit  rates  for  the  reviewed 
companies  will  be  as  outlined  above;  (2) 
for  previously  reviewed  or  investigated 
companies  not  listed  above,  the  cash 
deposit  rate  Will  continue  to  be  the 
company-specific  rate  published  for  the 
most  recent  period;  and  (3)  if  the 
exporter  is  not  a  firm  covered  in  this 
review,  a  prior  review,  or  the  original 
less-than-fair-value  investigation,  but 
the  manufactiirer  is,  the  cash  deposit 
rate  will  be  the  rate  established  for  the 
most  recent  period  for  the  manufactiirer 
of  the  merchandise.  'The  cash  deposit 
rate  for  all  other  manufacturers  or 
exporters  will  be  the  “All  Others’’  rate 
shown  for  the  relevant  class  or  kind  and 
country.  In  accordance  with  the  CTT’s 
decisions  in  Floral  Trade  Council  v. 
United  States,  Slip  Op.  93-79  (May  25, 
1993),  and  Federal-Mogul  Corporation 
and  The  Tonington  Company  v.  United 
States.  Slip  Op.  93-83  (May  25, 1993), 
these  rates  are  the  “All  Others’’  rates 
horn  the  relevant  less-than-fair-value 
investigations. 

These  deposit  requirements,  when 
imposed,  shall  remain  in  effect  until 
publication  of  the  final  results  of  the 
next  administrative  reviews. 

This  notice  also  serves  as  a  final 
reminder  to  importers  of  their 
responsibility  imder  19  CFR  353.26  to 
file  a  certificate  regarding  the 
reimbursement  of  antidumping  duties 
prior  to  liquidation  of  the  relevant 
entries  during  this  review  period. 
Failure  to  comply  with  this  requirement 
could  result  in  the  Secretary’s 


presumption  that  reimbursement  of 
antidumping  duties  occurred  and  the 
subsequent  assessment  of  double 
antidumping  duties. 

Assessment  Rates 

The  Department  shall  determine,  and 
the  Customs  Service  shall  assess, 
antidumping  duties  on  all  appropriate 
entries.  Because  sampling  and  other 
simplification  methods  prevent  entry- 
by-entry  assessments,  we  will  calculate 
wherever  possible  an  exporter/importer- 
specific  assessment  rate  for  each  class  or 
kind  of  antifriction  bearings. 

1.  Purchase  Price  Sales 

With  respect  to  purchase  price  sales 
for  these  final  results,  we  divided  the 
total  dumping  margins  (calculated  as 
the  difference  between  foreim  market 
value  and  U.S.  price)  for  eacm  importer 
by  the  total  number  of  units  sold  to  that 
importer.  We  will  direct  Customs  to 
assess  the  resulting  imit  dollar  amount 
against  each  unit  of  merchandise  in 
each  of  that  importer’s  entries  imder  the 
relevant  order  during  the  review  period. 
Although  this  will  result  in  assessing 
different  percentage  margins  for 
individual  entries,  the  total 
antidumping  duties  collected  for  each 
importer  under  each  order  for  the 
review  period  will  be  almost  exactly 
equal  to  the  total  dumping  margins. 

2.  Exporter’s  Sales  Price  Sales 

For  ESP  sales  (sampled  and  non- 
sampled),  we  divided  the  total  dumping 
margins  for  the  reviewed  sales  by  the 
total  entered  value  of  those  reviewed 
sales  for  each  importer.  We  will  direct 
Customs  to  assess  the  resulting 
percentage  margin  against  the  entered 
Customs  values  on  each  of  that 
importer’s  entries  under  the  relevant 
order  during  the  review  period.  While 
the  Department  is  aware  that  the  entered 
value  of  sales  during  the  period  of 
review  (POR)  is  not  necessarily  equal  to 
the  entered  value  of  entries  during  the 
POR,  use  of  entered  value  of  sales  as  the 
basis  of  the  assessment  rate  permits  the 
Department  to  collect  a  reasonable 
approximation  of  the  antidumping 
duties  that  would  have  been  determined 
if  the  Department  had  reviewed  those 
sales  of  merchandise  actually  entered 
during  the  POR. 

In  the  case  of  companies  that  did  not 
report  entered  value  of  sales,  we 
calculated  a  proxy  for  entered  value  of 
sales,  based  on  the  price  information 
available  and  appropriate  adjustments 
(e.g.,  insurance,  freight,  U.S.  brokerage 
and  handling,  U.S.  profit,  and  any  o&er 
items,  as  appropriate,  on  a  company- 
specific  basis). 


For  calculation  of  the  ESP  assessment 
rate,  entries  for  which  liquidation  was 
suspended,  but  for  which  antidumping 
duties  never  became  due  through 
operation  of  the  “Roller  Chain’’  rule,  are 
included  in  the  assessment  rate 
denominator  to  avoid  over-collecting. 
(The  “Roller  Chain’’  rule  excludes  from 
the  collection  of  antidumping  duties 
bearings  that  were  imported  by  a  related 
party  and  further  processed,  and  that 
comprise  less  than  one  percent  of  the 
finished  product  sold  to  the  first 
unrelated  customer  in  the  United  States. 
See  the  section  on  Assessment,  Deposit 
Rates  and  Reimbursement  in  the  Issues 
A^endix.) 

These  administrative  reviews  and  this 
notice  are  in  accordance  with  section 
751(a)(1)  of  the  Tariff  Act  (19  U.S.C. 
1675(a)(1)  and  19  CFR.  353.22  (1990). 

On  July  7, 1993,  Barbara  R.  Stafford, 
then  Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Import  Administration,  signed  a  final 
results  notice  on  antifriction  bearings 
for  the  1991-92  review  period,  and  we 
issued  copies  of  the  signed  notice  to  all 
interested  parties.  On  July  15, 1993,  the 
Court  of  International  Trade  issued  a 
temporary  restraining  order  prohibiting 
the  Department  from  publishing  final 
results  with  resptect  to  NSK  and  RHP  for 
the  1991-92  review  period.  ’Therefore, 
we  have  amended  the  final  notice  by 
removing  the  final  dumping  margins 
that  we  calculated  for  NSK  and  RHP.  To 
the  extent  that  issues  discussed  in  this 
notice  affect  NSK  and  RHP,  the  issues 
and  our  conclusions  have  no  effect  until 
the  Court  permits  the  Department  to 
publish  the  final  results  with  respect  to 
these  two  companies  for  the  1991-92 
review  period. 

Dated:  July  16, 1993. 

Joseph  A.  Spetrini, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 
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I.  Miscellaneous  Charges 

5.  Cost  of  Production  and  Constructed 
Value 

6.  Discounts,  Rebates  and  Price 
Adjustments 

7.  Families,  Model  Match  and  Differences 
in  Merchandise 

8.  Further  Manufacturing 

9.  Level  of  Trade 

10.  Packing  and  Movement  Expenses 

II.  Related  Parties 

12.  Samples,  Prototypes  and  Ordinary 
Course  of  Trade 

13.  Taxes,  Duties  and  Drawback 

14.  U.S.  I^ce  Methodology 

15.  Miscellaneous  Issues 

A.  Verihcation 

B.  Database  Problems 
Q  Price  and  Quantity 

D.  Accuracy  of  the  Home  Market  Database 

E.  Sampling  Factor 

F.  Date  of  Sale 

G.  FTZ  Sales 

H.  Home  Market  Viability 

I.  Correction  of  Preliminary  Results 

].  Cylindrical  Roller  Bearing  Scope  Ruling 
K.  Importer  of  Record 
L  Pre-Final  Reviews 

Scope  of  the  Order*  ^ 

A.  Description  of  the  Merchandise 

The  products  covered  by  these  orders, 
antifriction  bearings  (other  than  tapered 
roller  bearings),  mounted  or 
unmounted,  and  parts  thereof  (AFBs), 
constitute  the  following  classes  or  kinds 
of  merchandise: 

1.  Ball  Bearings  and  Parts  Thereof: 
These  products  include  all  AFBs  that 
employ  balls  as  the  roller  element. 
Imports  of  these  products  are  classihed 
under  the  following  categories: 
Antifriction  balls,  ball  barings  with 
integral  shafts,  ball  bearings  (including 
radial  ball  bearings)  and  parts  thereof, 
and  housed  or  movmted  ball  bearing 
units  and  parts  thereof. 

Imports  of  these  products  are 
classified  under  the  following 
Harmonized  Tariff  Schedule  (HTS) 
subheadings:  8482.10.10,  8482.10.50, 
8482.80.00,  8482.91.00,  8482.99.10, 
8482.99.70,  8483.20.40,  8483.20.80, 
8483.30.40,  8483.30.80,  8483.90.20, 
8483.90.30,  8483.90.70,  8708.50.50, 

8708.60.50,  8708.99.50. 

2.  Cylindrical  Roller  Bearings, 
Mounted  or  Unmounted,  and  Parts 
Thereof:  These  products  include  all 
AFBs  that  employ  cylindrical  rollers  as 
the  rolling  element.  Imports  of  these 
products  are  classified  imder  the 
following  categories:  Antifriction 
rollers,  all  cylindrical  roller  bearings 
(including  split  cylindrical  roller 
bearings)  and  p€uts  thereof,  housed  or 
mounted  cylindrical  roller  bearing  units 
and  parts  thereof. 

Imports  of  these  products  are 
classified  under  the  following  HTS 
subheadings:  8482.50.00, 8482.80.00, 


8482.91.00,  8482.99.70,  8483.20.40, 
8483.20.80,  8483.30.40,  8483.30.80, 
8483.90.20,  8483.90.30,  8483.90.70, 

8708.50.50,  8708.60.50, 8708.99.50. 

3.  Spherical  Plain  Bearings,  Mounted 
or  Unmounted,  and  Parts  Thereof:  These 
products  include  all  spherical  plain 
bearings  that  employ  a  spherically 
shaped  sliding  element,  and  include 
spherical  plain  rod  ends. 

Imports  of  these  products  are 
classified  under  the  following  HTS 
subheadings:  8483.30.40,  8483.30.80, 
8483.90.20,  8483.90.30,  8485.90.00, 

8708.99.50. 

The  HTS  item  numbers  are  provided 
for  convenience  and  Customs  purposes. 
They  are  not  determinative  of  the 
products  subject  to  the  orders.  The 
written  description  remains  dispositive. 

Size  or  precision  grade  of  a  baring 
does  not  influence  whether  the  bearing 
is  covered  by  the  orders.  These  orders 
cover  all  the  subject  bearings  and  parts 
thereof  (inner  race,  outer  race,  cage, 
rollers,  balls,  seals,  shields,  etc.) 
outlined  above  with  certain  limitations. 
With  regard  to  finished  parts,  all  such 
parts  are  included  in  the  scope  of  these 
orders.  For  unfinished  parts,  such  parts 
are  included  if  (1)  they  have  been  heat 
treated,  or  (2)  heat  treatment  is  not 
required  to  be  performed  on  the  part. 
Thus,  the  only  unfinished  parts  ^at  are 
not  covered  by  these  orders  are  those 
that  will  be  subject  to  heat  treatment 
after  importation. 

The  ultimate  application  of  a  bearing 
also  does  not  influence  whether  the 
bearing  is  covered  by  the  orders. 
Bearings  designed  for  highly  specialized 
applications  are  not  excluded.  Any  of 
the  subject  bearings,  regardless  of 
whether  they  may  ultimately  be  utilized 
in  aircraft,  automobiles,  or  other 
equipment,  are  within  the  scope  of  these 
orders. 

B.  Scope  Determinations 

Since  the  antidumping  duty  orders  on 
AFBs  went  into  effect,  the  Department 
has  issued  numerous  clarifications  of 
the  scope  of  the  orders.  The  following 
is  a  compilation  of  the  scope  rulings  the 
Department  has  made. 

Scope  rulings  made  in  the  Final 
Determinations  of  Sales  at  Less  than 
Fair  Value;  Antifriction  Bearings  (Other 
Than  Tapered  Roller  Bearings)  and  Parts 
Thereof  from  the  Federal  Republic  of 
Germany  (AFBs  Investigation  of 
SLTFV),  54  FR  19006, 19019  (May  3, 
1989): 

Piquets  covered: 

•  Rod  end  bearings  and  parts  thereof 

•  AFBs  used  in  aviation  applications 

•  Aerospace  engine  bearings 

•  Split  cylindrical  roller  brings 

•  Wheel  hub  units 


•  Slewing  rings  and  slewing  bearings 

•  Wave  generator  bearings 

•  Bearings  (including  mounted  or 
housed  units,  and  flan^  or  enhanced 
bearings)  ultimately  utilized  in  textile  • 
machinery 

Products  excluded: 

•  Plain  bearings  other  than  spherical 
plain  bearings 

•  Airframe  components  xmrelated  to 
the  reduction  of  friction 

•  Linear  motion  devices 

•  Split  pillow  block  housings 

•  Nuts, holts,  and  sleeves  that  are  not 
integral  parts  of  a  bearing  or  attached  to 
a  bearing  under  review 

•  Thermoplastic  bearings 

•  Stainless  steel  hollow  balls 

•  Textile  machinery  components  that 
are  substantially  advanced  in 
function(s)  or  value 

•  Wheel  hub  units  imported  as  part  of 
front  and  rear  axle  assemblies;  wheel 
hub  units  that  include  tapered  roller 
bearings;  and  clutch  release  bearings 
that  are  already  assembled  as  parts  of 
transmissions 

Scope  rulings  completed  between 
April  1, 1990  and  June  30, 1990.  See 
Scope  Rulings.  55  FR  42750  (October 

23. 1990) : 

Products  excluded: 

•  Antifriction  bearings,  including 
integral  shaft  ball  bearings,  used  in 
textile  machinery  and  imported  with 
attachments  and  augmentations 
sufficient  to  advance  their  function 
beyond  load-bearing/firiction-reducing 
capability 

Scope  rulings  completed  between  July 
1, 1990  and  September  30. 1990.  See 
Scope  Rulings,  55  FR  43020  (October 

25. 1990) : 

Products  covered: 

•  Rod  ends 

•  Clutch  release  bearings 

•  Ball  bearings  used  in  the 
manufacture  of  helicopters 

•  Ball  bearings  usea  in  the 
manufacture  of  disk  drives 

Scope  rulings  completed  between 
April  1, 1991  and  June  30, 1991.  See 
Notice  of  Scope  Rulings.  56  FR  36774 
(August  1. 1991): 

Products  excluded: 

•  Textile  machinery  components 
including  false  twist  spindles,  belt  guide 
rollers,  separator  rollers,  damping  units, 
rotor  units,  and  tension  pulleys 

Scope  rulings  published  in 
Antifriction  Birarings  (Other  Than 
Tapered  Roller  Bearings)  and  Parts 
Thereof;  Final  Results  of  Antidumping 
Administrative  Review  (AFBs  I),  56  FR 
31692,  31696  (July  11. 1991): 

Products  covered: 

•  Load  rollers  and  thrust  rollers,  also 
called  mast  guide  bearings 

•  Conveyor  system  trolley  wheels  and 
chain  wheels 
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Scope  rulings  completed  between  July 
1, 1991  and  September  30, 1991.  See 
Scope  Rulings,  56  FR  57320  (Novembw 
8. 1991): 

Products  covered: 

•  Snap  rings  and  wire  races 

•  Bearings  imported  as  spare  parts 

•  Custom-maoe  roedalty  bearings 
Products  excluded: 

•  Certain  rotor  assembly  textile 
machinery  components 

•  Linear  motion  bearings 
Scope  rulings  completed  between 

Octobw  1, 1991  and  December  31, 1991. 
See  Notice  of  Scope  Rulings.  57  FR  4597 
(February  6, 1992): 

Products  covert: 

•  Chain  sheaves  (forklift  truck  mast 
components) 

•  Loose  boss  rollers  rised  in  textile 
drafting  machinery,  also  called  top 
rollers 

•  Certain  engine  main  shaft  pilot 
bearings  and  engine  crank  shaft  bearings 

Scope  rulings  completed  between 
January  1. 1992  and  March  31. 1992.  See 
Scope  Rulings,  57  FR  19602  (May  7. 
1992): 

Products  covered: 

•  Ceramic  bearings 

•  Roller  turn  rollers 

•  Clutch  release  systems  that  contain 
rolling  elements 

Products  excluded: 

•  Clutch  release  systems  that  do  not 
contain  rolling  elements 

•  Chrome  steel  balls  for  use  as  check 
valves  in  hydraulic  valve  systems 

Scope  rulings  completed  between 
April  1. 1992  and  June  30, 1992.  See 
Scope  Rulings.  57  FR  32973  (July  24, 
1992): 

Products  excluded: 

•  Finished,  semiground  stainless  steel 
balls 

•  Stainless  steel  balls  for  non-bearing 
use  (in  an  optical  polishing  process) 

Scope  rulings  completed  ^tween  July 
1, 1992  and  September  30, 1992.  See 
Scope  Rulings,  57  FR  57420  (December 
4. 1992). 

Products  covered: 

•  Certain  flexible  roller  bearings 
whose  component  rollers  have  a  length- 
to-diameter  ratio  of  less  than  4:1 

•  Model  15BM21 10  bearings 
Products  excluded: 

•  Certain  textile  macdiinery 
components 

Scope  rulings  completed  between 
October  1, 1992  and  December  31. 1992. 
See  Scope  Rulings.  58  FR  11209 
(February  24, 1993). 

Products  covered: 

•  (^irain  cylindrical  bearings  with  a 
length-to-diameter  ratio  of  less  than  4:1 

Products  excluded: 

•  Certain  cartridge  assemblies 
comprised  of  a  machine  shaft,  a 


machined  housing,  and  two  standard 
bearings 

Scope  rulings  completed  between 
January  1, 1993  and  March  31, 1993.  See 
Scope  Rulings,  58  FR  27542  {May  10. 
1993). 

Products  covered: 

•  Certain  cylindrical  bearings  with  a 
length-to-diameter  ratio  of  leas  than  4:1 

S^ope  rulings  completed  after  March 
31, 1993. 

Products  covered: 

•  Certain  series  of  INA  bearings 
Products  excluded: 

•  SAR  series  of  ball  bearings 

•  Certain  eccentric  locking  collars 
that  are  part  of  housed  bearing  imits 

Company  Abbreviations 

Asahi — Asahi  Seiko  Company 
Barden — The  Barden  Corporation  (U.K.) 

Ltd.;  The  Barden  Corporation 
Cooper — Cooper  Bearings  Ltd.;  Cooper 
Roller  Bearings  Co.  Ltd. 

Dassault — ^Dassault  Industries 
Emerson — Emerson  Power  Transmission 
Corn. 

FAG-Germany — FAG  Kugelfischer 
Georg  Schaefer  KGaA 
FAG-Italy— FAG  Italia  S.p.A.;  FAG 
Bearings  Corp. 

FAG-UK— FAG  (UK)  Ltd. 

Federal-Mogul — Federal-Mogul 
Corporation 

Fichtel  &  Sachs — ^Fichtel  k  Sachs  AG; 

Sachs  Automotive  Products  Co. 

Fujino — ^Fujino  Ironworks  Co.,  Ltd. 

GMN — Georg  Muller  Numberg  AG; 

Georg  Muller  of  America 
Honda — Honda  Motor  Co.,  Ltd.; 

American  Honda  Motor  Co.,  Inc. 

IJK — Inoue  Jikuuke  Kogyo  Co..  Ltd. 
INA— INA  Walzlager  Schaeffler  KG;  INA 
Bearing  Company,  Inc. 

Izumoto — Izumoto  ^iko  Co.,  Ltd. 
Koyo— Koyo  Seiko  Co.  Ltd. 

Meter — ^Meter  S.p.A. 

Nachi — ^Nachi-Fujikoshi  Corp.;  Nachi 
America,  Inc.;  Nachi 
Technology  Inc. 

Nakai — Nakai  Bearing  Company,  Ltd. 
Nankai — Nankai  Seiko  Co.,  Ltd. 
NMB/Pelmec — ^NMB  Singapore  Ltd.; 

Pelmec  Industries  (Pte.)  Ltd.; 

NMB  Thai.  Ltd.;  Pelinec  Thai,  Ltd. 

NPBS — ^Nippon  Pillow  Block 
Manufacturing  Co..  Ltd.;  Nippon 
Pillow 

Block  Sales  Co.,  Ltd.;  FYH  Bearing  Units 
USA,  Inc. 

NSK— Nippon  Seiko  K.K.;  NSK 
Corporation 

NSK-Europe— NSK  Bearings  Europe, 
Ltd. 

NTN-Germany — ^NTN  Kugellagerfabrik 
(Deutschland)  GmbH 
NTN — ^NTN  Corporation:  NTN  Bearing 
Corporation  of  America;  American 
NTN  Bearing  Manufecturing 
Corporation 


NWG — ^Neuweg  Fertigung  GmbH 
Osaka  Pump — ^aka  Pump  Co.,  Ltd. 

Peer  Int’l — ^Peer  International,  Ltd. 

RHP — ^RHP  Bearing;  RHP  Bearings  Inc. 
Showa — Showa  Pillow  Block 
Manufacturing  Company 
SKF-France — S^  Compagnie 
d’Applications  Mecaniques,  S.A. 
(Clamart):  ADR;  SARMA 
SKF-Germany— SKF  GmbH;  SKF 
Service  GmbH;  Steyr  Walzlager 
SKF-Italy— SKF  Industrie;  RIV-SKF 
Oflicina  de  Villar  Perosa;  SKF 
Cuscinetti  Speciali;  SKF  Cuscinetti; 
RFT 

SKF-Sweden— AB  SKF;  SKF 
Mekanprodukter  AB;  SKF  Sverige 
SKF-UK— SKF  (UK)  Umited;  SKF 
Industries;  A]^^  Inc. 

SKF  Group— SKF-France.  SKF- 
Germany,  SKF-Italy,  SKF-Sweden, 
SKF-UK,  SKF  USA  Inc. 

SNECMA — Sodete  Nationale  delude  et 
de  Construction  de  Moteurs 
d’Aviation 

SNFA— SNFA  Bearings,  Ltd. 

SNR — SNR  Roulements;  SNR  Bearings 
USA,  Inc. 

Takeshita — ^Takeshita  Seiko  Company 
TIE — ^Tehnoimportexport 
Torrington — ^The  Torrington  Company 
Tottori  (KYK) — ^Tottori  Yamakai  Becuing 
Seisakusho,  Ltd. 

Turbomeca — ^Turbomeca 
Valeo — Valeo  S.A. 

J.  Annual  FOR  Averaging 

Comment:  Izumoto  argues  that 
insufficient  home  market  matches  were 
foimd  for  its  U.S.  sales  because  the 
Department  averaged  home  market 
prices  on  a  monthly,  not  POR,  basis. 

This  is  due  to  the  Department’s 
establishment  of  an  arbitrary  Pearson 
correlation  coefflcient  threshold  of  0.05 
that  measures  whether  prices  vary 
signiflcantly  over  time.  Izumoto  notes 
that  it  pass^  the  Departm«it’s  ‘‘test’’ 
regarding  price  stability  in  that  over 
ninety  percent  of  its  POR  weighted- 
average  prices  did  not  vary  by  more 
than  ten  percent  from  their  monthly- 
weighted  average  prices.  Therefore,  in 
lieu  of  resorting  to  constructed  value, 
the  Department  should  relax  the 
correlation  coefficient  threshold  and 
recognize  home  market  sales  outside  the 
90/60  day  window  as  contemporaneous 
to  Izumoto's  U.S.  sales. 

Similarly,  SNR  contests  the 
Department’s  decision  not  to  use  annual 
averages  of  its  home  market  sales  of 
U.K.-origin  bearings,  in  light  of  its  use 
of  POR  averages  of  its  home  market 
sales  of  Fren^-origin  bearings.  SNR 
explains  that  its  sales  of  U.K.-origin 
bearings  are  more  than  ninety  percent 
stable  throughout  the  POR  whether 
measured  by  quantity  or  value.  In 
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addition,  the  Pearson  correlation 
coefficient  for  U.K.*origin  bearings 
deviates  only  slightly  that  for  the 
French-origin  bearings  because  only  one 
or  two  U.K.  models  exhibit  some  direct 
price/time  correlation.  SNR  argues  that 
the  Department  should  consider  that 
U.K.-  and  French-origin  CRBs  are  sold 
in  the  same  market,  through  the  same 
channels  of  trade,  and  to  the  same  types 
of  customers,  and  conclude  that  as  a 
class  of  bearings,  sales  of  CRBs  do  not 
show  a  significant  correlation  between 
price  and  time.  The  Department  should, 
therefore,  give  little  weight  to  the  results 
of  the  Pearson  test  for  bearings  of  U.K. 
origin  and  exercise  its  discretion  to  use 
annual  average,  instead  of  POR  average, 
FMVs. 

Showa  disputes  the  Department’s 
decision  to  use  monthly  rather  than 
POR  average  FMVs  as  well.  Showa 
explains  that  it  reviewed  its  third 
country  sales  database  and  found  no 
variance  between  sales  prices  of  the 
same  model  over  time.  Therefore,  POR 
weighted-average  prices  should  be  as 
representative  as  monthly  weighted- 
average  prices.  Showa  requests  that  the 
Depiutment  use  POR,  rather  than 
monthly,  weighted-average  third 
coimtry  prices  for  comparison  with  U.S. 
sales  in  the  marmn  analysis. 

Department’s  Position;  In  deciding 
whether  to  calculate  POR  weighted- 
averaged  FMVs  for  Izumoto  and  SNR, 
we  performed  the  tests  on  home  market 
sales  databases  as  outlined  in  our 
preliminary  results  to  determine 
whether:  (1)  There  was  a  minimal 
variance  l^tween  monthly  and  POR 
weighted-average  prices;  and  (2)  there 
was  any  significant  correlation  between 
fluctuations  in  price  and  time  for  these 
two  companies.  While  we  found  that  the 
POR  weighted-average  FMVs  for  more 
than  90  percent  of  Izumoto ’s  and  SNR’s 
sales  were  within  plus  or  minus  ten 
percent  of  their  monthly  weighted- 
average  prices,  our  second  test  revealed 
significant  correlations  between  price 
and  time.  Where  home  market  prices 
have  a  tendency  to  rise  or  fall  over  time, 
we  consider  POR  weighted-average 
prices  to  be  unrepresentative  of  monthly 
weighted-average  prices.  Although 
Izumoto  claims  that  we  chose  an 
arbitrary  coefficient  threshold,  Izumoto 
has  not  explained  why  our  threshold  is 
unreasonable  and  has  not  provided  any 
other  information  regarding  a  more 
appropriate  threshold. 

Section  773(a)(1)  of  the  Tariff  Act 
requires  that  foreign  market  value  "shall 
be  the  price,  at  the  time  such 
merchandise  is  first  sold  in  the  United 
States’’  (emphasis  added).  'The 
Department  had  traditionally  satisfied 
this  timing  requirement  by  comparing 


U.S.  prices  to  foreign  market  prices 
established  in  the  same  month  as  the 
U.S.  sale  or  a  single  month  not  more 
than  three  months  before  or  two  months 
after  the  month  of  the  U.S.  sale.  To 
depart  further  in  time  bom  same-month 
prices  (or  reasonably  contemporaneous 
monthly  prices)  requires  strong 
assurance  that  the  mfference  in  time 
would  not  afiect  foreign  market  value. 
Because  we  are  satisfied  that  the 
correlation  level  selected  gives 
assurance  that  no  significant  price 
trends  over  the  POR  exist,  we  have  not 
changed  our  test  for  the  final  results. 
Therefore,  we  have  continued  to  use 
monthly  weighted-average  FMVs  for 
Izumoto’s  home  market  sales  and  for 
SNR’s  sales  of  U.K.-origin  bearings. 

With  respect  to  Showa,  we  examined 
the  company’s  third  country  sales  data 
and  found,  as  Showa  noted  in  its  case 
brief,  that  there  was  no  variance  in 
prices  of  individual  models  over  time. 
Therefore,  we  used  POR  weighted- 
average  third  country  prices  as  the  basis 
for  Showa’s  FMVs  in  these  final  results. 

2.  Assessment 

Comment  1:  Torrington  maintains  that 
the  Department  should  conclude  that 
antidumping  duty  reimbursement  has 
taken  place  between  a  foreign  firm  and 
its  related  U.S.  importer  in  instances 
where  (1)  the  average  transfer  price  is 
less  than  the  cost  of  production  plus 
profit  calculated  on  a  weighted-average 
basis,  and  (2)  the  Department  has 
preliminarily  determined  that  dumping 
margins  exist.  Torrington  contends  that, 
in  accordance  with  19  CFR  353.26(a), 
the  Department  should  adjust  USP 
downward  to  account  for  the  potential 
reimbursement  of  antidumping  duties 
that  allegedly  occurs  between  the  parent 
and  subsidiary  through  the 
manipulation  of  transfer  prices. 

Torrington  argues  that  modem 
multinational  corporations  can  move 
funds  internationally  through  the 
management  of  transfer  prices.  In 
Torrington’s  view,  "transfer  price  must 
be  judged  by  objective  criteria,  and  that 
the  most  appropriate  of  these  is  cost 
plus  profit.’’  Torrington  maintains  that 
the  Eiepartment  should  therefore  assume 
that  related  parties  have  internationally 
transferred  ^nds  for  purposes  that 
probably  include  the  minimizing  of 
tariffs  and  taxes. 

Torrington  holds  that  its  argument  on 
reimbursement  was  rejected  by  the 
Department  in  the  last  AFB  reviews  on 
the  basis  of  contradictory  rationales. 
Antifiiction  Bearings  (Other  Than 
Tapered  Roller  Bearings)  and  Parts 
Thereof  From  France,  et  al.;  Final 
Results  of  Antidumping  Duty 
Administrative  Reviews  (AFBs  II),  57  FR 


28360,  28317  (June  24, 1992). 

Torrington  contends  that,  on  the  one 
hand,  the  Department  concluded  that 
the  reimbiirsement  regulation  does  not 
apply  in  "exporter’s  sales  price’’ 
situations  because  the  antidumping  law 
is  not  concerned  with  intra-company 
transfers  but,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Department  held  that  Torrington  did  not 
demonstrate  a  link  between  transfer 
prices  and  actual  payments  of 
antidumping  duties.  Torrington  argues 
that,  based  on  the  latter  reasoning,  if 
reimbursement  can  be  established  in 
ESP  situations  through  appropriate 
links,  the  regulation  applies.  In  any 
case,  Torrington  argues  that  both  of  the 
Department’s  rationales  lack  merit.  It  is 
Torrington’s  view  that  the 
reimbursement  rule  has  always  applied 
to  both  PP  and  ESP  situations.  Also, 
Torrington  argues  that  money  is 
fungible  and  that  it  should  not  be 
necessary  to  show  any  link  between 
transfer  prices  and  payment  of  dumping 
duties.  Alternatively,  Torrington  argues 
that  the  Department  "should  consider 
low  transfer  prices  as  prima  fade 
evidence  establishing  a  presumption  of 
reimbursement  and  &e  Department 
should  require  importers  to  come  forth 
with  evidence  convindngly  establishing 
a  contrary  conclusion.’’ 

Respondents  coimter  with  several 
different  arguments.  First,  many 
respondents  assert  that  reimbursement 
is  not  taking  place.  The  SKF  Group  and 
GMN  state  that  their  U.S.  subsidiaries 
have  not  been,  nor  will  be,  reimbursed 
for  any  dumping  duties  owed  through 
the  manipulation  of  transfer  prices  or 
otherwise.  Furthermore,  FAG-Italy 
argues  that  the  analysis  program  used  to 
calculate  the  ratio  of  transfer  price  to 
COP  presented  by  Torrington  to  support 
its  arguments  is  unreliable.  It  asserts 
that  ^ere  are  innumerable  variables, 
any  one  of  which  can  seriously  affect 
the  ultimate  figure,  apparently 
unaccounted  for  in  the  calculation. 
Thus,  FAG-Italy  argues  that  Torrington’s 
statistical  analysis  for  deriving  the  ratio 
of  transfer  price  to  cost  of  production  is 
tmreliable  and  should  be  disregarded. 

In  addition,  several  respondents 
observe  that  the  test  suggested  by 
Torrington  does  not  appear  anywhere  in 
the  antidumping  law.  According  to  INA, 
the  statute  does  not  provide  for  a  test  to 
determine  whether  or  not  export 
transfer  prices  between  related  parties 
are  at  less  than  cost  of  production  plus 
profit.  The  SKF  Group  and  FAG  assert 
that  a  transfer  of  goods  between  a 
foreign  producer  and  its  U.S.  affiliate  is 
not  an  ^P  transaction  and,  therefore,  is 
not  subject  to  the  statute’s  provisions 
concerning  reimbursement  and  not 
relevant  to  the  calculation  of  USP, 
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which  is  based  on  the  sales  price  to  the 
first  unrelated  U.S.  customer. 

Respondents  also  argue  that  transfer 
price  manipulation,  even  if  it  did  occur, 
does  not  mean  that  reimbursement  is 
taking  place.  For  example.  INA  states 
that  any  transfer  prices  that  fail  to  meet 
Torrington's  test  do  not  constitute 
payment  or  reimbursement  of 
antidumping  duties.  Koyo  argues  that 
Torrington  fails  to  jMOvide  any  logical 
connection  between  the  practice  of 
intra-corporate  transfers  of  funds  and 
the  reimbursement  of  antidumping 
duties.  Koyo  reasons  that  any  indh^ 
financing  or  pajrment  from  a  parent 
company  to  its  U.S.  affiliate  is  not 
evidence  of  reimbursement  of  duties, 
but  rather  a  routine  business  practice 
that  may  fulfill  any  of  a  myriad  of 
corporate  ob)ectives.  GMN  contends  that 
under  Torringtcm’s  proposal  any  transfer 
of  value  of  any  type  from  the  parent  to 
the  U.S.  subsidi^  would  constitute  a 
reimbursement  of  dumping  duties.  C^iN 
adds  that  the  fungibility  of  money 
makes  it  entirely  impossible  to  use 
intra-company  flows  of  value  (whether 
money  or  some  othw  finm.  such  as 
assists,  etc.)  as  an  indicator  of 
reimbiirsement  of  diunping  duties.  GMN 
argues  that  this  is  the  precise  reason  that 
the  reimbursement  jmivision  of  the 
regulations  is  not  implicated  when 
goods  are  transferred  between  related 
parties  at  less  than  cost  Koyo  maintains 
that  any  such  transfer  is.  in  any  event, 
internal  and  not  relevant  to  the 
antidumping  law.  Moreover,  the  SKF 
Croup.  FAG.  GMN.  and  Koyo  argue  that 
the  reimbiirsement  provision  in  the 
statute  does  not  apply  to  transactions 
between  related  parties  becaiise  the 
statute  treats  related  companies  as  a 
sii^le  entity. 

Tne  SKF  Group  reasons  that  because 
the  Department  treats  a  foreign  producer 
and  its  U.S.  subsidiary  as  a  single  entity 
for  all  purposes  in  calculating  weighted- 
average  margins,  it  caimot  treat  the  two 
companies  as  separate  entities  for 
purposes  of  the  duty  payment.  The  SKF 
Group  argues  that,  although  19  CFR 
353.26(a)(1)  does  require  that,  in 
calculating  U.S.  price,  the  Department 
"will  deduct  the  amount  of  any 
antidumping  duty  which  the  producw 
or  reseller:  (i)  Paid  directly  on  behalf  of 
the  importer,  or  (ii)  reimbursed  to  the 
importer."  it  does  not  apply  to  related 
parties  because  acccvding  to  section 
771(13).  in  transactions  involving  a 
foreign  producer  and  its  related  U.S. 
affiliate,  both  entities  are  defined  as  the 
"exporter.”  Since  in  this  situation  the 
exporter  and  importer  are  the  same 
entity,  a  reimbursemurt  could  not  take 
place.  FAG  and  Koyo  also  contend  that 
a  parent  company  and  its  affiliates. 


including  any  U.S.  subsidiary,  are 
always  considered  to  be  a  consolidated 
entity  for  dunming  purposes. 

Finally,  FAG  argues  tnat  U.S. 
subsidiaries  cannot  have  been 
reimbursed  already  for  duties  paid 
because  a  dumping  duty  exists  as  a 
matter  of  law  only  aher  U.S.  Customs 
liquidates  the  entry  and  the  amount  of 
the  dumping  duty  on  that  entry  is 
knovm.  FAG  states  that  because  the 
liquidation  of  uitries  for  the  ESP  sales 
reported  by  FAG  and  the  othw  principal 
respondents  has  been  suspend^  since 
Novemb«r,  1988,  no  dumping  duties 
have  been  assessed.  Accordingly.  FAG 
asserts  that  no  antidumping  duties  have 
actually  been  paid  yet  and,  therefwe,  no 
reimbursements  for  antidumping  duties 
can  exist 

Department's  Position:  As  stated  in 
AFBs  n,  57  FR  at  28371,  the 
antidumping  statute  and  regulations 
make  no  distinction  in  the  calculation  of 
USP  betwemi  costs  incurred  by  a  foreign 
parent  company  and  those  incurred  by 
its  U.S.  subsidiary.  Therefore,  the 
Department  does  not  make  adjustments 
to  U.S.  price  based  upon  intracompany 
transfers  of  any  kind.  Indeed,  the 
Department  hu  a  Imig-standing  practice 
of  denying  adjustments  for  intra¬ 
company  payments  on  the  grounds  that, 
because  affiliated  companies  are  a  single 
entity  for  the  purposes  of  antidvimping 
law,  payments  from  a  parent  com|>any 
to  its  subsidiary  are  not  expenses  to  t^ 
consolidated  corpmation  as  a  whole. 

See  Final  Determination  of  Sales  at  Less 
Than  Fair  Value;  Mechanical  Transfer 
Presses  from  Japan,  55  FR  335  flanuary 
4, 1990);  Fin^  Determination  of  Sales  at 
Less  Than  Fair  Value;  Industrial 
Phosphoric  Acid  From  Belgium,  52  FR 
25436  (July  7, 1987). 

We  agree  with  Si^  that  berause  we 
treat  a  foreign  producer  and  its  U.S. 
subsidiary  as  a  single  entity  for  all 
purposes  in  calculating  weighted- 
average  margins,  we  cannot  treat  the 
two  companies  as  separate  entities  for 
purposes  of  the  duty  payment.  The 
governing  statute  and  regulations  do  not 
contemplate  applying  the 
reimbursement  provision  to  related 
parties  in  an  ESP  situation. 

Comment  2:  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  the  actual  antidumping  duties  paid 
at  the  time  of  liquidation  constitute 
additional  costs,  charges  and  expenses 
incident  to  bringing  the  merchandise 
from  the  place  of  shipment  in  the 
country  of  exportation  to  the  place  of 
delivery  in  the  United  States  and.  to  the 
extent  such  duties  are  included  in  USP, 
must  be  deducted.  Federal-Mogul  states 
that  this  deduction  extends  to  situations 
in  which  assessed  antidumping  duties 
are  reimbursed  by  the  foreign  producer 


or  reseller  to  an  unr^ated  importer  or 
are  paid  by  an  impmter  that  is  related 
to  the  foreign  producw.  Therefore. 
Federal-Mc^l  concludes  that  in  E^ 
situaticms,  where  antidumping  duties 
are  paid  and  absorbed  by  the  related 
importer,  a  deducticxi  must  be  made  for 
these  antidumping  duties  under  section 
772(d)(2)(A)  of  the  Tariff  Act. 

Federal-Mogul  also  finds  justification 
for  removing  antidumping  duties  from 
ESP  under  the  Department’s 
reimbursement  reflation  (19  CFR 
353.26(a)).  Federai-Mogul  asserts  that 
antidumping  payments  by  a  related 
importer  are  actually  payments  by  the 
foreign  producer  under  section  771(13) 
of  the  Tariff  Act.  Therefore,  absent 
evidence  to  the  contrary,  reimbursement 
is  always  occurring  imder  the  ESP 
framework,  and  antidumping  duties 
should  be  removed  from  ESP  as  a  matter 
of  course. 

FAG  and  RHP  argue  that  since  it  is 
virtually  impossible  to  link  entries  with 
ESP  sales,  it  is  equally  impossible  to 
determine  either  the  fact  or  the  extent  to 
which  the  foreign  producer  or  its  related 
importer  are  not  including  the 
antidumping  duties  in  the  price  to  the 
first  unrelat^  U.S.  buyer.  FAG  also 
maintains  that,  since  liquidation  of  its 
entries  have  been  suspended  since 
November  of  1988  to  date,  the  only 
payments  made  so  far  have  been  of 
estimated  dvunping  duties,  and  such 
payments  cannot  ^fect  the  USP 
calculation.  Finally,  FAG  contends  that 
the  reimbursement  regulation  under  19 
CFR  353.26  does  not  apply  to  ESP  sales 
since  this  provision  is  directed  solely  at 
importers,  and  FAG’s  unrelated  U.S. 
customers  are  not  importers  and  have 
no  liability  for  payment  of  dumping 
duties. 

RHP  states  that  for  purposes  of  this 
issue,  a  foreign  parent  and  a  U.S.  sales 
subsidiary  should  be  treated  as  an 
integrated  entity.  However,  RHP  does 
not  agree  that  the  reimbursement 
regulation  is  automatically  triggered  by 
this  relationship  and  cites  AFBs  n,  57 
FR  28360. 

NSK  argues  that  the  antidumping 
statute  does  not  allow  the  Department  to 
adjust  USP  to  compensate  for  the 
alleged  reimbursement  of  antidumping 
duties.  In  addition,  NSK  states  that  the 
Dep>artment*s  November  1985  “Study  of 
Antidumping  Adjustments  Methodology 
and  Recommendations  for  Statutory 
Change”  confirms  that  the  Department 
has  no  legal  basis  for  deducting 
estimated  antidumping  duties  from  ESP. 

Koyo  states  that  the  "estimated 
antidumping  duty  expenses  are  not 
expenses  related  to  sales  of  the 
merchandise  in  the  ordinary  sense  of 
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the  term",  and  thus  they  reject  Federal- 
Mogul’s  argument 
Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Federal-Mogul.  The  Department’s 
consistent  practice  has  been  not  to 
deduct  hom  ESP  antidiunping  duties  or 
antidumping  duty-related  expenses. 
Antidumping  duties  are  intended  to 
offset  the  effect  of  discriminatory 
pricing  between  two  markets.  To  make 
an  additional  deduction  from  ESP  for 
the  same  antidumping  duties  that 
correct  this  price  oiscrimination  results 
in  double-counting.  See  Final  Results  of 
Antidumping  Administrative  Review; 
Television  Receivers,  Monochrome  and 
Color,  from  Japan,  54  FR 13917  (April 
6, 1989);  Final  Results  of  Antidumping 
Administrative  Review;  Television 
Receivers,  Monoduoma  and  Color,  from 
Japan,  54  FR  26225  (June  27, 1990); 

Final  Results  of  Antidiunping 
Administrative  Review;  Color 
Television  Receivers  from  the  Republic 
of  Korea,  55  FR  35916  (September  4, 
1990),  at  Commmt  4;  Fresn  Cut  Flowers 
from  Colombia,  55  FR  20491  (May  17, 
1990),  at  Comment  62.  Thus,  we  have 
not  deducted  these  expenses  from  ESP 
in  this  case. 

Comment  3:  The  FAG  Group  (Barden, 
FAG-UK,  FAG-Raly,  and  FAG^-Germany) 
argue  that  theD^artment’s  assessment 
rate  methodology  is  Qawed.  They  state 
that  the  Department  acted  contrary  to 
law  in  basing  the  FAG  Group’s 
assessment  rate  on  the  entered  values  of 
reviewed  sales  rather  than  upon  the 
actual  review  period  entered  values  as 
submitted  by  tne  respondents  on  the 
record.  They  argue  t^  the  best 
information  on  the  recmd  of  the  value 
of  subject  merchandise  actually 
imported  by  the  FAG  Group  is  the 
actual  entered  values  for  the  POR  and 
that  this  is  what  should  be  used  in 
calculating  the  assessment  rate. 
According  to  respondents,  the  current 
methodology  us^  by  the  Department 
can  lead  to  an  overcollection  of 
dumping  duties,  above  and  beyond  the 
actual  amount  due. 

Both  Torrington  and  Federal-Mogul 
argue  that  the  Department’s  current 
assessment  methodology  is  reasonable 
and  valid.  They  cite  GMN  Georg  Muller 
Nurnberg,  AG  v.  United  States,  17 
CIT  Slip  Op.  93-54  (April  20, 

1993)  in  which  the  Court  upheld  the 
Department’s  method,  finding  it 
reasonable,  supported  by  substantial 
evidence,  and  otherwise  in  accordance 
with  law. 

Department’s  Position:  Section  751  of 
the  Tariff  Act  requires  that  the 
Department  calculate  the  amount  by 
which  the  foreign  market  value  exceeds 
the  U.S.  price  and  assess  antidumping 
duties  on  the  basis  of  that  amount. 


However,  there  is  nothing  in  the  statute 
that  dictates  how  the  actual  assessment 
rate  is  to  be  determined  from  that 
amount. 

In  accordance  with  section  751,  we 
calculated  the  amount  of  the  difference 
between  FMV  and  USP  (the  dumping 
margin)  for  all  repmted  U.S.  sales.  For 
PP  sales  we  have  calculated  assessment 
rates  based  an  the  total  of  these 
differences  such  that  each  importer  is 
only  liable  for  the  duties  related  to  its 
entries.  In  ESP  cases,  the  Department 
generally  cannot  tie  sales  to  entries  and 
therefore  cannot  link  the  amount  of 
antidumping  duties  determined  for  any 
specific  sale  to  the  specific  entry  or 
entries  of  that  same  merchandise.  In 
addition,  determinaticm  of  antidumping 
duties  for  every  mtry  based  on  the  sale 
of  that  merchandise  is  impossible  where 
dumping  margins  have  been  based  on 
sampling,  even  if  sales  could  be  tied  to 
entries.  Therefore,  in  order  to  achieve  a 
fair  assessment  of  antidumping  duties 
on  all  mtries  during  the  POR,  we  have 
exfNressed  the  difference  betwemi  FMV 
and  USP  as  a  percentage  of  the  entered 
value  of  the  examined  sales  for  each 
exporter/importm-  (ad  valorem  rates). 

We  will  direct  the  U.S.  Customs  Service 
to  assess  antidumping  duties  by 
applying  that  {wrcentage  to  the  entered 
value  of  each  of  that  importer’s  entries 
of  subject  merchandise  under  the 
relevant  order  during  the  review  period. 

This  approach  is  equivalent  to 
dividing  the  aggregate  dumping 
margins,  i.e.,  the  difference  between 
statutory  FMV  and  statutory  USP  for  all 
sales  reviewed,  by  the  aggregate  USP 
value  of  those  sales  and  adjusting  the 
result  by  the  average  difference  l^tween 
USP  and  entered  value  for  those  sales 
and  thus,  is  consistent  with  the  statute. 

While  we  are  aware  that  the  entered 
value  of  sales  during  the  POR  is  not 
necessarily  equal  to  the  entered  value  of 
entries  during  the  POR,  use  of  entered 
value  of  sales  as  the  basis  of  the 
assessment  rate  permits  the  Department 
to  collect  a  reasonable  approximation  of 
the  antidumping  duties  that  would  have 
been  determined  if  we  had  reviewed 
those  sales  of  merchandise  actually 
entered  during  the  POR. 

While  it  may  also  be  reasonable,  at 
least  with  regard  to  non-sampled  ESP 
sales,  to  attempt  to  collect  the  total 
antidumping  duties  by  using  entries  as 
a  vehicle  for  the  collection  of  duties,  the 
Department  has  determined  that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  obtain  the 
entered  value  of  imliquidated  entries 
during  the  review  period  in  order  to 
employ  this  alternative  method.  Such 
information  was  not  available  to  the 
Department  for  these  final  results. 


Comment  4:  With  respect  to  its  parts 
and  bearings  that  are  further  processed 
in  the  United  States,  NSK  argues  that 
the  imported  parts  and  bearings  are 
insignificant  in  relation  to  the  total  cost 
of  t^  final  product  and  that  the 
Department  should  “drop  its  Section  E 
calculation  from  the  final  results  of  the 
administrative  review  and  base  the 
dumping  margin  of  imported  parts  used 
in  U.S.  &ish^  bearings  on  the  margin 
for  imported  finished  bearings  of  the 
same  class  or  kind.” 

Torrington  argues  that  the  Department 
should  continue  to  analyze  wheth«^ 
imported  parts  subject  to  further 
manufacture  are  being  dumped  in  the 
United  States,  and  thus  should  reject 
NSK’s  claim. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington.  As  explained  in  previous 
reviews  (see  AFBs  B,  57  FR  28360) 
pursuant  to  the  “Roller  Chain”  rule  the 
Departmoit  disregards  dumping  duties 
only  on  those  bearings  that  were 
imported  by  a  related  party  and  further 
processed,  and  that  comprise  less  than 
one  percent  of  the  value  of  the  fini^ied 
product  sold  to  the  first  unrelated 
customer  in  the  United  States.  In  fact, 
NSK’s  data  indicate  that  bearings  sold  to 
its  related  party  in  the  U.S.  comprise 
more  than  1%  of  the  value  of  the 
finished  good  produced  by  the  related 
party.  Thus,  the  Department  has  reacted 
NSK’s  claim  that  NSK’s  imported  parts 
and  bearings  should  not  be  subject  to 
further  manufacturing  analysis. 

Comment  5:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  not  accept  the 
methodology  employed  by  Koyo  to 
determine  whether  sales  of  scope 
merchandise  to  related  parties 
constitute  greater  than  one  percent  of 
the  resale  value  of  the  finished  moduct. 
Torrington  notes  that  Koyo  usea 
estimated  resale  prices  and  weighted- 
average  entered  values  for  which  it 
supplied  no  supporting  documentation. 
Torrington  asserts  that  the  use  of 
weighted-average  entered  values  skewed 
the  "Roller  Chain”  analysis,  and 
therefore  should  be  rejected  by  the 
Department.  Accordingly,  Torrington 
argues  that  the  claimed  “Roller  Chain” 
sales  should  not  be  excluded  and  the 
Department  should  apply  the  BIA 
margin  of  73.55  percent  to  these  sales. 

Koyo  argues  that  it  was  necessary  to 
use  estimated  resale  prices  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  ccunpanies  to  which  Koyo 
sells  its  subject  merchandise  do  not 
consider  themselves  related  to  Koyo  cmd 
will  not  divulge  their  pricing 
information.  Koyo  asserts  that 
Torrington  has  not  supported  its 
assertion  that  the  estimated  resale  prices 
are  unreliable.  Koyo  further  argues  that 
the  use  of  a  weighted-average  entered 
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value  was  necessary  and  appropriate 
because  Koyo  sold  several  (Afferent 
bearing  products,  each  of  which  had  a 
different  entered  value,  and  all  of  which 
were  functionally  equivalent  to 
domestically  supplied  bearing  products 
in  the  production  of  finished  products. 
According  to  Koyo,  there  is  no  way  to 
determine  which  scope  products  were 
used  in  the  production  of  which  further 
manufacture  units  both  because  its 
U.S.  affiliates  refused  to  provide  Koyo 
with  any  information  and  because  both 
foreign  and  domestically  supplied 
bearing  products  are  fungible  and 
imtraceable. 

Department’s  Position:  VVe  disagree 
with  Torrington.  In  this  case,  the 
products  under  review  are  fungible 
merchandise,  and  are  often  untraceable 
in  the  production  process.  Therefore,  we 
realize  that  it  is  occ.asionally  necessary 
to  use  estimates  based  on  weighted 
averages.  Koyo’s  use  of  weighted 
averages  provided  a  reasonable  measure 
of  whether  the  imported  scope 
merchandise  was  an  insignificant 
percentage  of  the  value  of  the  finished 
product.  Furthermore,  since  the 
imported  merchandise  could  not  be 
reliably  linked  to  the  specific  finished 
products,  Koyo’s  average  experience  is  a 
reasonable  indication  of  the  significance 
of  the  imported  merchandise  in  the 
finished  product.  Finally,  there  is  no 
evidence  on  the  record  to  indicate  that 
the  estimated  resale  prices  submitted  by 
Koyo  are  unreliable  and  should  be 
rejected  in  favor  of  BIA. 

The  Department  has  thus  determined 
that  Koyo  reported  relevant  information 
as  to  its  "Roller  Chain"  claim,  and  that 
the  methods  it  used  in  the  reporting 
were  reasonable.  This  decision  is 
consistent  with  Allied-Si^al  Aerospace 
Company  et  al.,  v.  United  States  et  al.. 
Slip  Op.  93-1049  (June  22, 1993),  where 
the  Court  of  Appeals  held  that  the 
Department  cannot  resort  to  BIA  "by 
ignoring  alternative  and  simplified 
reporting  methods  to  generate  relevant 
information." 

Comment  6:  Torrington  contends  that 
assessment  rates  and  cash  deposit  rates 
should  both  he  calculated  in  the  same 
manner,  with  total  PUDD  (potential 
uncollected  deposit  duties)  divided  by 
total  customs  entered  value.  The 
Department’s  policy  of  calculating  the 
cash  deposit  rate  as  a  percentage  of 
statutory  USP  rather  than  as  a 
percentage  of  entered  value  has  the 
likely  effect  of  systematically 
understating  estimated  duties  on  future 
entries  of  imported  bearings  sold  in  ESP 
transactions.  , 

SKF,  RHP.  FAG.  Koyo.  INA,  and  GMN 
disagree  with  Torrington.  Respondents 
argue  that  it  has  been  the  Department’s 


consistent  practice  to  use  USP  as  the 
denominator  in  calculating  the  cash 
deposit  rate  and  to  apply  this  rate  to  the 
entered  value  of  future  imports  of  the 
subject  merchandise.  See  Color 
Television  Beceivers  from  Taiwan,  51 
FR  46,895  (date,  1986),  affirmed  Zenith 
Electronics  Corp.  v.  United  States,  770 
F.  Supp.  648, 654-55  (OT  1991).  The 
Department’s  methodology  in  this 
regard  is  statutorily  prescribed  under 
section  736(c)(3)  of  the  Tariff  Act. 
Moreover,  the  Court  has  repeatedly 
upheld  the  Department’s  methodology 
as  reasonable  and  in  accordance  with 
the  antidumping  statute.  See  Torrington 
Co.  v.  NTN  Bearing  Corp.  of  America, 

No.  91-08-00569, 1993  WL  99975.  at  4- 
5  (OT,  March  29, 1993). 

Respondents  contend  that 
Torrington’s  argument  fails  to 
adequately  take  into  account  that,  under 
any  method  of  calculating  cash  deposit 
rates,  cash  deposits  are  unlikely  to  equal 
the  amount  by  which  FMV  exceeds 
USP.  By  their  very  nature,  cash  deposits 
are  merely  estimates  of  future  dumping 
liability.  If  actual  duty  levels  exceed  the 
cash  deposits,  the  Department  will 
instruct  the  Customs  Service  to  collect 
the  difference  with  interest. 

Respondents  assert  that  Torrington 
has  failed  to  demonstrate  that  its 
methodology  would  result  in  a  more 
accurate  estimation  of  the  duty. 
Torrington  assumes,  without  any  basis 
in  fact,  that  the  future  USP  will  be  the 
same  as  the  current  USP  and  that  the 
future  USP  will  always  be  greater  than 
entered  value.  Fluctuations  in  pricing 
and  expenses,  however,  can  and  do 
occur  even  in  a  single  review  period. 

NTN  and  Emerson  argue  that  the 
Department  should  calculate  importer- 
specific  cash  deposit  rates,  as  well  as 
importer-specific  assessment  rates. 
Torrington  does  not  disagree,  provided 
that  the  calculation  of  importer-specific 
cash  deposit  rates  is  practical. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington,  NTN  and  Emerson. 
First,  as  we  stated  in  the  final  results  of 
the  first  administrative  reviews  of  AFBs, 
at  56  FR  31670,  we  do  not  accept  the 
argument  that  the  assessment  rate  must 
be  calculated  in  exactly  the  same 
manner  as  the  deposit  rate.  Section  751 
of  the  statute  merely  requires  that  both 
the  deposit  rate  and  the  assessment  rate 
be  derived  trom  the  same  FMVAJSP 
differential. 

Furthermore,  under  any  method  of 
calculating  cash  deposit  rates,  there 
would  be  no  certainty  that  the  cash 
deposit  rate  would  cause  an  amount  to 
be  collected  that  is  equal  to  the  amount 
by  which  foreign  market  value  exceeds 
U.S.  price.  As  we  have  stated  on 
numerous  occasions,  duty  deposits  are 


merely  estimates  of  future  dumping 
liability.  See  AFBs  H,  57  FR  28377, 
Comment  4.  If  the  amount  of  the 
deposits  is  less  than  the  amoimt 
ultimately  assessed,  the  Department  will 
instruct  the  U.S.  Customs  ^rvice  to 
collect  the  difference  with  interest,  as 
provided  for  under  sections  737  and  778 
of  the  Tariff  Act  and  19  CFR  353.24. 

Comment  7:  NTN  argues  that  the 
Department  should  instruct  Customs  to 
refimd  cash  deposits  on  merchandise 
that  was  subsequently  re-exported  fi'om 
the  United  States.  Torrington  does  not 
disagree,  hut  expresses  concern  about 
the  Department’s  ability  to  trace  re¬ 
exported  merchandise  to  the  original 
customs  entries. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  NTN.  Because  NTN  has  failed  to 
demonstrate  that  any  of  its  sales  are  re¬ 
exported  by  its  related  U.S.  subsidiary, 
we  have  not  excluded  any  of  NTN’s 
imports  from  our  analysis  and  will 
therefore  not  order  Customs  to  refund 
cash  deposits  made  by  NTN  on  that 
merchandise. 

Comment  8:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  revise  the 
entered  values  that  NMB/Pelmec- 
Singapore  reported  for  two  bearing 
models.  According  to  Torrington,  NMB/ 
Pelmec  reported  artificially  high  entered 
values  for  these  two  models  b^use  it 
did  not  deduct  the  value  of  U.S.-made 
rubber  seals  fi'om  the  total  value  of  the 
imported  bearing,  despite  the  fact  that  it 
deducted  the  value  of  such  seals  fiom 
the  value  used  to  compute  U.S.  import 
duties.  Torrington  is  concerned  that 
these  artificially  high  entered  values 
could  understate  the  amount  of 
antidumping  duties  collected  if  used  to 
allocate  the  calculated  duties.  As  a 
result,  Torrington  requests  that  the 
Department  use  as  entered  value  of 
these  bearings  the  actual  customs  value, 
net  of  the  value  of  U.S.-made  seals,  that 
NMB/Pelmec  used  elsewhere  in  its 
response. 

NMB/Pelmec  responds  that  it 
submitted  in  its  questionnaire  responses 
documents  demonstrating  that  the^value 
on  which  it  paid  cash  deposits  of 
estimated  antidumping  duties  included 
the  value  of  the  U.S.-made  rubber  seals.' 
As  a  result.  NMB/Pelmec  argues  that  it 
would  be  inappropriate  to  r^uce  the 
entered  value  of  the  bearings  in 
question. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
NMB/Pelmec.  CXir  review  of  the 
Customs  entry  documentation 
submitted  by  NMB/Pelmec  for  the 
bearing  models  in  question  reveals  that 
while  Customs  did  not  assess  regular 
import  duties  on  U.S.-made  rubber 
seals,  it  collected  cash  deposits  of 
estimated  antidumping  duties  on  the 
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total  entered  value  of  the  bearinga  in 
question,  inclviding  the  U.S.-made 
rubber  seals.  Theieibce,  we  have  not 
revised  the  entered  valuea  that  NMB/ 
Pehnec  reported  for  these  two  models 
for  these  ^al  results. 

3.  Best  Infonnatkm  Avmiabie 

Section  776(c)  of  the  Tariff  Act 
requires  the  Department  to  use  BIA 
"whenever  a  party  or  any  other  person 
refuses  or  is  unable  to  produce 
information  requested  in  a  timely 
manner  or  in  the  form  required,  or 
otherwise  si^ificantly  impedes  an 
investigation  *  * 

In  deciding  what  to  use  as  BIA,  the 
Dapartmmit’s  regulations  provide  that 
the  Department  may  taka  into  accoimt 
whether  a  party  refuses  to  provide 
requested  information.  19  CFR 
353.37(b).  Thus,  the  Department  may 
determine,  on  a  case>by-case  basis,  what 
constitutes  BIA.  For  the  purposes  of 
these  final  results  of  review,  we  applied 
the  following  two  tiers  of  BIA  in 
situations  where  we  were  unable  to  use 
a  company’s  response  for  piirposes  of 
determining  that  company’s  diunping 
margin  (the  two  tiers  applv  only  to  total 
BIA,  i.e.,  BIA  applied  to  all  sales  of  a 
company  or  to  certain  groups  of  sales  of 
a  company): 

1.  When  a  company  refused  to 
cooperate  with  the  Department  or 
otherwise  significantly  impeded  these 
proceedings,  we  used  as  BIA  the  higher 
of  (1)  the  highest  of  the  rates  foimd  for 
any  firm  for  the  same  class  or  kind  of 
merchandise  in  the  same  country  of 
origin  in  the  less  than  fair  value 
investigation  or  prior  administrative 
reviews:  or  (2)  the  highest  rate  found  in 
this  review  for  any  fira  for  the  same 
class  or  kind  of  merchandise  in  the 
same  country  of  origin. 

2.  When  a  company  substantially 
cooperated  with  our  requests  for 
information  and.  substantially 
cooperated  in  verification,  but  failed  to 
provide  the  information  requested  in  a 
timely  manner  or  in  the  form  required 
or  was  unable  to  substantiate  it,  we  used 
as  BIA  the  higher  of  (1)  the  highest  rate 
ever  applicable  to  the  firm  for  the  same 
class  or  kind  of  merchandise  from  either 
the  LTFV  investigation  or  a  prior 
administrative  review  or  if  the  firm  has 
never  before  been  investigated  or 
reviewed,  the  all  others  rate  from  the 
LTFV  investigation;  or  (2)  the  highest 
calculated  rate  in  this  review  for  the 
class  or  kind  of  merchandise  for  any 
firm  fi'om  the  same  country  of  origin. 

Listed  below  is  a  company-by¬ 
company  summary  of  our  two-tier  use  of 
total  BIA  applied  in  these  final  results 
of  review.  Total  BIA  was  applied  where 
vve  were  unable  to  use  a  company’s 


response  for  purposes  of  determining 
that  company’s  dumping  margin  for  all 
sales,  or  tor  certain  groups  of  sales.  We 
also  applied  partial  BIA  to  certain  firms. 
Our  use  of  partial  BIA  is  also  described 
below. 

A.  First-Tier  BIA 

(i)  SNFA-France:  SNFA  did  not 
respond  to  our  quastkmnaire.  ThMelme, 
we  applied  the  first-tier  BIA  to  each 
class  or  land  of  metchandiaa. 

(ii)  Valeo-France:  Valeo  did  not 
respond  to  our  miestionnaire.  Tbetafbre, 
we  applied  the  ^t-tier  BiA  to  each 
class  or  kind  of  merchandise. 

B.  Secmid-TSM’  BIA 

We  did  not  apply  second-tier  BIA  to 
all  sales  for  any  firms  under  review. 
However,  we  did  apply  second-tier  BIA 
to  certain  of  sales  fiv  some  firms,  as 
explained  below. 

C.  Partial  BIA 

In  certain  situations,  we  fo\md  it 
necessary  to  use  partial  BIA.  Partial  BIA 
was  applied  in  cases  where  we  were 
unable  to  use  some  portion  of  a 
response  in  calculating  a  dumping 
margin.  In  some  cases,  partial  BIA  was 
based  on  the  second-tier  method 
described  above.  The  following  is  a 
general  description  of  the  Deportment’s 
methodology  for  those  situations. 

In  cases  where  a  firm  was  deemed 
cooperative  but  failed  to  siqiply  certain 
FMV  information  (e.g.,  corresponding 
home  market  sales  within  the 
contemporaneous  period  or  constructed 
value  data  for  a  few  U.S.  sales),  we 
applied  the  BIA  rate  fcv  cooperative 
firms  (see  above)  to  the  particular  U.S. 
transactions  affacted. 

Where  any  deductions  to  home 
market  prices  or  CV,  such  as  height  or 
differences  in  merchandise,  were  not 
reported  or  reported  incorrectly,  we 
have  assigned  a  value  of  zero.  For 
comparisons  of  similar  m»chandise,  if 
adjustment  information  for  differences 
in  merchandise  was  missing  from  the 
U.S.  sales  listing,  we  used  the  above 
hierarchy  to  determine  the  BIA  rates  to 
use  as  thia  margins  for  these  particular 
transactions.  If  other  U.S.  adjustment 
information  such  as  fieight  charges  was 
missing,  we  used  other  transactional 
information  in  the  response  for  these 
expenses.  Where  respondents  did  not 
establish  that  expenses  were  either 
indirect  in  the  U.S.  market  direct  in 
the  home  market,  we  generally  treated 
them  as  direct  in  the  U.S.  maiket  and 
indirect  in  the  home  maikeL 

We  received  the  following  commoats 
concerning  BIA  issues: 

Comment  1:  Fichtel  and  Sachs  objects 
to  the  Department’s  use  of  BIA  for  sales 


that  did  not  have  identical 
contemponmeoua  home  mark^ 
matches.  Fichtel  and  Sachs  argues  that 
because  it  has  cooperated  fully  in  this 
review  and  because  die  nurnfaim  of 
unmatched  sales  ia  very  small,  the  use 
of  68.89  pmcent  (the  others’’  rate 
from  the  investigatimi)  is  punitive  and 
excessive.  Fichtel  and  Sachs  contends 
that  in  cases  where  an  insignificant 
amount  of  matching  data  is  unrepoiied. 
the  Department’s  policy  is  to  use  BIA 
based  on  tha  higher  of  (a)  the  LTFV  rate 
for  tha  firm  (or  the  “all  ewers’’  rate),  or 
(b)  the  weighted-average  margin  for  that 
firm  in  the  current  review.  A^’s  i  56 
FR  31692, 31705  (July  11. 1991). 

Although  the  68.89  percent  "all 
others”  rate  from  the  LTFV  investigation 
is  the  BIA  rate  imder  this  methodology, 
Flchtal  and  Sachs  argues  that  68.89 
percent  is  imfair  because  Fichtel  and 
Sachs  is  being  treated  as  severely  as  any 
firm  with  significant  unreported 
matching  data.  Fichtel  ana  Sachs  notes 
that  the  Department’s  use  of  BIA  is 
discretionary  and  argues  that  the 
Department  should  use  a  less  punitive 
BIA  rate  for  the  unmatched  sales.  As  a 
BIA  rate,  Fichtel  and  Sachs  suggests 
using  either  the  highest  company  rate  in 
the  current  review,  the  “all  others”  rate 
from  the  second  administrative  review, 
or,  as  the  final  alternative,  Fichtel  and 
Sachs*  highest  transaction  margin  in  the 
current  review. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Fichtel  and  Sachs.  We  have 
followed  the  policy  outlined  above  in 
using  the  second-tier  BIA  rate  for 
Fichtel  and  Sachs’  unmatched  sales.  In 
comparison  with  the  BLA  rate  that 
Fichtel  and  Sachs  would  get  under  the 
first-tier  132.25  percent,  the  highest  rate 
found  in  the  investigation  of  BBs  from 
Germany,  the  second-tier  BIA  rate  of 
68.89  percent  used  for  Fichtel  and 
Sachs’  unmatched  sales  is  not  unduly 
severe  and  is  reasonable. 

Comment  2:  Koyo  and  Izumoto  argue 
that,  while  the  Department  defines  the 
use  of  the  highest  previous  rate  for  a 
respondent  as  a  non-punitive  BL\,  tha 
BIA  rates  of  73.55  percent  applied  to 
Koyo’s  "Roller  Chain”  sales  and  45.83 
percent  applied  to  Izumoto’s  unmatched 
sales  are  in  fact  punitive  and  should  not 
be  used  for  the  final  results,  luoyo  cites 
Holmes  Prods.  Corp.  v.  United  States, 
795  F.Supp.  1205  (CUT  1992)  to  support 
its  assertion  that  a  punitive  BLA  rate 
should  not  be  applied  in  cases  where  a 
company  affiliated  with  a  cooperative 
respondent  refuses  to  cooperate.  Koyo 
also  argues  that  the  approMdi  used  in 
Replacement  Parts  for  Self-Propelled 
Bituminoxis  Paving  Equipment  firom 
Canada.  58  FR  15481, 15482-83  (March 
23, 1993),  in  which  tte  Department 
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used  neutral  information  rather  than 
BIA  because  "margins  had  been 
calculated  on  the  overwhelming 
majority  of  the  respondent’s  U.S.  sales 
transactions,"  is  equally  appropriate  in 
this  situation.  Koyo  proposes  that  the 
Department  apply  the  weighted-average 
margin  calculated  for  Koyo’s  normal 
ESP  sales. 

Finally,  Koyo  argues  that,  if  the 
Department  continues  to  apply  BIA  for 
the  final  results,  it  should  limit  BIA  to 
only  that  portion  of  the  further 
manufacttired  sales  that  exceeded  the 
one  p>ercent  threshold.  According  to 
Koyo,  the  Department  inappropriately 
applied  BIA  to  all  sales  made  to  the 
related  company  rather  than  just  to 
those  sales  mat  exceeded  one  percent  of 
the  hnished  product.  Koyo  requests  that 
the  Department  correct  this  error  for  the 
hnal  results. 

Torrington  argues  that  the  use  of 
73.55  percent  as  the  BIA  rate  is 
consistent  with  the  Department’s  BIA 
policy  as  stated  in  AFB’s  /  56  FR  31692, 
31705  (July  11,1991).  Torrington  alleges 
that  Koyo  errs  in  characterizing  the 
highest  BIA  rate  used  by  the  Department 
as  punitive,  noting  that  the  highest  BIA 
rate  would  be  106.61  percent. 

Torrington  also  argues  that  the 
Department  should  apply  the  BIA  rate  to 
all  sales  made  by  Koyo  to  the  related 
company  regardless  of  Koyo’s  assertions 
that  some  sales  constituted  less  than  one 
percent  of  the  further  manufactured 
product  at  the  time  of  sale  to  an 
unrelated  party. 

Department's  Position:  While  Koyo 
has  substantially  cooperated  with  our 
requests  for  information,  it  has  not 
provided  the  further  manufacturing 
information  necessary  to  analyze  sales 
of  subject  merchandise  that  comprised 
over  one  percent  of  the  finished  product 
into  whi(±  they  were  incorporated. 
Izumoto  did  not  provide  constructed 
value  data  or  cost  of  manufacturing  data 
(which  could  be  used  in  creating  a 
constructed  value)  for  the  observations 
where  the  BIA  rate  was  used.  Therefore, 
consistent  with  the  Department’s  BIA 
policy  as  outlined  above,  we  applied  the 
second-tier  BLA  rate  to  those  sales  for 
which  no  information  has  been 
provided.  Unlike  the  circumstances 
surrounding  Replacement  Parts  for  Self- 
Propelled  Bituminous  Paving 
Equipment  fit>m  Canada,  58  FR  15481 
(Mar(±  23, 1993),  in  which  the 
Department  used  neutral  information 
rather  than  BIA  because  the  respondent 
did  not  have  the  opportimity  to  submit 
the  missing  data,  Koyo  was  notified  of 
its  obligation  to  submit  the  missing 
further  manufacturing  information  in 
the  original  questionnaire. 


With  respect  to  Torrington ’s  argument 
that  we  should  apply  the  BIA  rate  to  all 
sales  made  by  Koyo.  we  believe  that  it 
is  reasonable  for  the  Department  to 
accept  Koyo’s  estimates  in  determining 
whi(^  merchandise  constituted  less 
than  one  percent  of  the  finished  product 
sold  to  an  unrelated  party  (See 
Comment  5  imder  Assessment). 

However,  based  on  this  information, 
certain  merchandise  exceeded  the  one 
percent  threshold,  and  Koyo  failed  to 
provide  the  information  required  for 
further  manufacturing  analvsis. 

Therefore  for  the  final  results,  we 
applied  the  second-tier  BIA  rate  of  73.55 
percent  to  those  sales  of  models  where 
the  value  of  the  bearings  exceeded  one 
percent  of  the  value  of  the  finished 
product. 

Comment  3:  NMB/Pelmec  ar^es  that 
the  Department  should  not  apjAy  BIA  to 
certain  U.S.  sales  made  by  the  firm  to 
related  parties  who  incorporated  the 
bearings  into  merchandise  outside  the 
scope  of  these  reviews.  NMB/Pelmec 
asserts  that  the  statutory  language 
governing  the  calculation  of  ESP  refers 
only  to  U.S.  sales  of  subject 
merchandise  to  unrelated  parties.  In  this 
case,  the  merchandise  sold  to  the  first 
unrelated  party  falls  outside  the  scope 
of  the  order.  Therefore,  NMB/Pelmec 
concludes  that  the  Department  does  not 
have  the  authority  to  calculate  dumping 
margins  on  U.S.  sales  of  bearings  to 
related  parties  who  incorporate  the 
bearings  into  non-subject  merchandise. 

NMB/Pelmec  further  asserts  that  even 
if  its  U.S.  sales  to  related  parties  are 
subject  to  this  review,  the  Department  is 
not  required  to  arrive  at  ESP  oy 
deducting  further  processing  costs  from 
the  sale  price  of  the  non-subject 
merchandise.  According  to  NMB/ 
Pelmec,  the  statutory  provisions 
requiring  the  deduction  of  additional 
costs  incurred  for  further  processing 
apply  only  when  the  subject 
merchandise  maintains  its  identity  after 
the  further  processing.  NMB/Pelmec 
argues,  however,  that  this  provision 
does  not  apply  in  this  case  because  it  is 
inaccurate  to  describe  the  merchandise 
in  question,  fan  motors,  as  further 
processed  bearings.  On  this  basis,  NMB/ 
Pelmec  asserts  that  the  Department  has 
the  discretion  to  resort  to  alternative 
methods  of  calculating  dumping 
margins  for  U.S.  sales  to  related  parties 
who  incorporate  subject  merchandise 
into  non-subject  men±andise.  As  a 
result,  NMB/Pelmec  concludes  that 
because  it  made  sales  of  bearings  to 
related  parties  in  the  United  States  at 
arm’s-length  prices,  the  Department 
should  forego  the  use  of  BIA  and 
calculate  dumping  margins  on  U.S.  sales 
prices  to  related  parties. 


Torrington  supports  the  Department’s 
use  of  BIA  to  calculate  the  dumping 
margins  on  these  sales  because  NMB/ 
Pelmec  failed  to  report  data  on  selling 
prices  of  the  finished  products  and  the 
associated  further  manufactming 
expenses  that  the  Department  required 
for  the  calculation  oi  dumping  margins 
on  the  subject  merchandise  contained  in 
the  finished  products.  However, 
Torrington  notes  that  the  Department 
failed  to  apply  BIA  to  the  correct  sales 
value  total  for  this  review,  and, 
therefore,  requests  that  the  Department 
revise  its  computer  program  accordingly 
for  the  final  results. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington.  Contrary  to  NMB/Pelmec’s 
interpretation  of  the  statute,  the 
Department  must  calculate  dumping 
margins  for  any  merchandise  subject  to 
an  antidumping  duty  order  that  enters 
the  United  States,  regardless  of  whether 
that  merchandise  is  first  sold  to  an 
unrelated  party  in  the  form  in  which  it 
enters  the  United  States  or  as  part  of  a 
product  that  is  outside  the  scope  of  an 
antidumping  duty  order.  We  note, 
however,  that  when  subject 
merchandise  comprises  an  insignificant 
portion  (i.e.  less  than  one  percent)  of  the 
value  of  the  finished  product,  the 
subject  merchandise  is  not  subject  to 
antidumping  duties.  In  this  case,  the 
bearings  that  NMB/Pelmec  sold  to  a 
related  party  for  incorporation  into  fan 
motors  comprise  more  than  one  percent 
of  the  value  of  those  fan  motors. 
Therefore,  the  bearings  in  question  are 
subject  to  antidumping  duties. 

We  also  disagree  wim  NMB/Pelmec’s 
argument  that  we  are  not  required  to 
d^uct  further  manufactviring  expenses 
from  the  value  of  the  finished  product 
because  the  finished  product  is  not  the 
same  product  as  the  imported 
components.  The  statute  does  not 
require  that  the  subject  merchandise 
retain  its  identity  as  a  finished  product 
in  order  for  it  to  be  considered  "further 
processed”  within  the  meaning  of  the 
statute.  Therefore,  the  statutory 
directive  that  we  calculate  ESP  by 
deducting  fi-om  the  price  of  the  non¬ 
subject  merchandise  the  increased  value 
associated  with  a  process  of  further 
manufacturing  or  assembly  in  the 
United  States  applies  in  this  instance. 
Given  the  requirements  of  the  statute, 
we  cannot  base  ESP  on  NMB/Pelmec’s 
sales  prices  to  related  parties,  even  if 
those  prices  were  equal  to  or  higher 
than  NMB/Pelmec’s  prices  to  unrelated 
parties. 

Although  NMB/Pelmec  substantially 
cooperated  with  our  requests  for 
information  during  the  course  of  this 
review,  it  failed  to  provide  the  data  that 
we  required  to  calculate  dumping 
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margins.for  U.S.  sales  of  bearings  to 
related  parties  in  those  instances  in 
which  the  bearings  comprised  more 
than  one  percent  of  the  value  of  the 
finished  products  manufactured  by  the 
related  parties.  In  the  absence  of  this 
information,  we  applied  second-tier  BIA 
to  NMB/Pelmec*s  U.S.  sales  to  related 
parties,  in  a  manner  consistent  with  the 
BIA  policy  outlined  above. 

We  agree  with  Torrington  that  we 
failed  to  apply  BIA  to  the  proper  sales 
value  total  in  the  preliminary  results  of 
this  review.  For  these  final  results,  we 
have  corrected  this  error,  and  have 
applied  BIA  to  the  subject  U.S.  sales  to 
related  parties  that  occurred  during  the 
selected  sample  weeks. 

Comment  4:  NSK  argues  that  the 
Department  should  not  resort  to  BLA  to 
calculate  the  dumping  margins  on  U.S. 
sales  of  bearings  to  a  related  party  for 
incorporation  into  merchandise  outside 
the  scope  of  these  reviews.  According  to 
NSK,  it  attempted  to  obtain  fit>m  the 
related  party  the  information  required  to 
calculate  dumping  margins  on  these 
sales.  NSK  states,  however,  that  the 
unrelated  co-owner  of  the  related  party 
prohibited  the  related  party  from 
providing  the  requested  information  to 
NSK.  As  a  result,  NSK  argues  that  the 
Department  should  calculate  the 
dumping  margins  on  U.S.  sales  to  the 
related  party  by  applying  the  weighted- 
average  margin  calculate  for  all  other 
sales  rather  than  an  adverse  BIA  rate. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  NSK.  Although  NSK  has 
substantially  cooperated  with  our 
requests  for  information  in  this  review, 
it  failed  to  provide  the  data  that  we 
required  to  calculate  dumping  margins 
for  sales  of  subject  merchandise  that 
comprised  over  one  percent  of  the  value 
of  the  finished  product  into  which  it 
was  incorporated.  Therefore,  consistent 
with  the  Department’s  BIA  policy  as 
outlined  above,  we  applied  the  second- 
tier  BIA  to  those  sales  for  which  NSK 
failed  to  supply  data  on  further 
manufacturing  costs. 

Comment  5:  NTN  argues  that  the 
Department  erroneously  applied  BLA  to 
certain  U.S.  sales.  According  to  NTN, 
there  should  not  be  any  U.S.  sales 
without  FMV  information  because  NTN 
provided  FMV  data  for  each  model  sold 
in  the  United  States.  NTN  also  notes 
that  the  Department  appears  to  have 
applied  BIA  twice  to  certain 
transactions. 

Torrington  responds  that  NTN  failed 
to  identify  any  specific  error  in  the 
Department’s  calculations.  Torrington 
agrees,  however,  that  the  Department 
should  not  apply  BIA  twice  to  the  same 
sales. 


Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
NTN.  An  examination  of  the  computer 
program  with  which  we  calculated 
NTN’s  preliminary  dumping  margin 
revealed  certain  errors  t^t  resulted  in 
the  erroneous  application  of  BIA  to 
certain  of  NTN’s  U.S.  sales.  We  have 
corrected  these  errors  for  the  final 
results. 

4.  Circumstance-of-Sale  Adjustments 

Comment  1;  Torrington  argues  that 
NTN  should  not  have  allocated  a  range 
of  expenses  based  on  its  transfer  price 
to  the  United  States  because  the  use  of 
transfer  price  allows  NTN  substantial 
control  over  the  amoimt  of  the  price 
adjustment.  NTN  responds  that 
Torrington’s  argument  is  unfounded 
because  NTN  calculates  absolute 
expense  amounts  that  remain  constant 
regardless  of  how  they  are  allocated 
over  U.S.  sales.  Thus,  if  transfer  prices 
are  reduced,  the  amount  of  the  price 
adjustments  would  remain  the  same 
berause  the  price  adjustment  factors 
would  rise. 

Department’s  Position:  Although  we 
agree  that  there  is  the  potential  for  the 
misallocation  of  expenses  if  transfer 
prices  are  unreasonable,  our 
examination  of  information  on  the 
record  gives  us  no  reason  to  believe  that 
NTN’s  transfer  prices  are  misstated.  To 
test  this,  we  randomly  compared 
transfer  prices  for  several  products  with 
the  corresponding  COPs  of  these 
products  and  found  that  transfer  prices 
either  equalled  or  exceeded  the  OOPs. 
For  this  reason,  and  because  Torrington 
provided  no  evidence  that  NTN’s 
transfer  prices  are  unreasonable,  we 
have  accepted  NTN’s  allocation 
methodology. 

A.  Acfvertising  and  Promotional 
Expenses 

Comment  2:  Torrington  alleges  that 
Nachi  has  failed  to  show  that  all  of  its 
reported  U.S.  advertising  expenses  were 
indirect  in  nature.  Torrington  cites 
Timken  Co.  v.  United  States,  673  F. 
Supp.  495,  513  (CUT  1987),  where  the 
Court  found  that  the  Department  places 
the  burden  on  respondents  to 
demonstrate  “the  indirectness  of  United 
States  expenses  and  the  directness  of 
home  meuket  expenses.’’  Therefore, 
Torrington  argues  that  the  Department 
should  treat  Nachi ’s  U.S.  advertising 
costs  as  direct  selling  expenses. 

Nachi  maintains  that  it  has  met  its 
burden  of  proof  because  it  included  in 
its  questionnaire  response  certain 
magazine  advertisements  as  samples  of 
its  indirect  advertising  in  the  United 
States.  Nachi  states  that  these  samples 
are  general  advertisements  aimed  at 


promoting  the  Nachi  brand  name  rather 
than  specific  bearings. 

Department’s  Position:  For  advertising 
to  be  treated  as  a  direct  expense,  it  must 
be  incurred  on  products  under  review 
and  assumed  on  behalf  of  the 
respondent’s  customer;  that  is,  it  must 
be  shown  to  be  directed  toward  the 
customer’s  customer.  See  AFBs  I,  56  FR 
at  31725.  The  examples  of  U.S. 
advertising  submitted  by  Nachi  are  not 
specific  to  bearings  but  instead  are 
general  in  nature,  as  Nachi  suggests. 
Therefore,  we  are  satisfied  that  Nachi’s 
U.S.  advertising  expenses  are  indirect. 

Comment  3:  Federal-Mogul  urges  the 
Department  to  reclassify  RHP’s  U.S. 
indirect  advertising  expenses  as  direct 
expenses  because  the  sample 
advertisements  provided  by  RHP  in  its 
section  B  response  are  clear  examples  of 
direct  advertising.  Federal-Mogul 
contends  that  the  sample 
advertisements  are  product-specific  and 
are  directed  to  end-users. 

RHP  argues  that  the  sample 
advertisements  included  in  its  section  B 
response  are  not  directed  to  ultimate 
customers  or  end-users,  but  to  original 
purchasers  (i.e.,  distributors  or  original 
equipment  manufacturers  (OEMs)), 
b^use  these  advertisements  appeared 
in  trade  publications  not  typically  read 
by  ultimate  customers  and  oecause  the 
advertisements  are  general  in  nature. 
RHP  asserts  that  Federal-Mogul’s 
contention  that  the  advertisements  are 
product-specific  is  not  relevant  because 
the  advertisements  are  not  directed  to 
end-users.  Finally,  RHP  claims  that  even 
if.  arguendo,  the  advertisements  were 
directed  to  end-users,  they  would  be 
considered  indirect  expenses  because 
they  are  primarily  used  to  promote  the 
RHP  name  and  not  particular  products. 

Department’s  Position:  We  have 
treated  RHP’s  U.S.  advertising  expenses 
as  indirect  because  the  sample 
advertisements  submitted  by  RHP 
appeared  in  trade  publications  and  were 
designed  to  promote  the  RHP  name. 
Therefore,  they  are  neither  incurred  on 
behalf  of  RHP’s  customers  nor  product- 
specific. 

Comment  4:  Federal-Mogul  asserts 
that  NSK  has  misclassified  certain  of  its 
U.S.  advertising  expenses  as  indirect 
selling  expenses.  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  a  portion  of  NSK’s  U.S.  advertising 
expenses  are  properly  classified  as 
direct  selling  expenses  directed  toward 
NSK’s  customer’s  customer,  because  of 
the  fact  that  NSK’s  U.S.  distributors 
resell  to  original  equipment 
manufacturers.  As  a  result,  Federal- 
Mogul  argues  that  the  Department 
should  treat  NSK’s  U.S.  advertising 
expenses  as  direct  selling  expenses  for 
the  final  results. 
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In  addition,  according  to  Federal- 
Mogul,  NSK  has  diluted  its  pei^unit 
advertising  exp«ise  for  sales  to  O^fs 
by  allocating  ^vwtising  expenses  over 
U.S.  sales  to  both  OEMs  and 
distributors,  despite  the  fact  that  NSK 
describes  its  advertising  as  being 
designed  to  promote  sales  to  original 
equipment  manufacturers  only. 
Accordingly,  Federal-Mogul  asserts  that 
these  expmses  should  be  allocated  to 
OEM  sales  only. 

NSK  rebuts  Federal-Mogul’s  argument 
by  stating  that  it  does  not  sell  to  OEMs 
through  distributors  in  the  United 
States.  Rather,  all  of  NSK’s  U.S.  sales  to 
original  equipment  manufacturers  are 
made  directly  to  such  customers.  For 
these  reasons,  N^  contends  that  its 
U.S.  advertising  expenses  are  not 
directed  at  its  customer’s  customer,  and, 
therefore,  are  properly  treated  as 
indirect  selling  expenses. 

DepartwenVs  Position:  We  agree  with 
NSK.  In  its  resptmse  to  the  Department’s 
supplemental  questionnaire.  NSK 
explicitly  stated  that  in  the  United 
States.  OEMs  purchased  NSK  bearings 
directly  from  NSK  only,  and  did  not 
purchase  NSK  bearings  through 
distributors.  Therefore,  any  expenses 
that  NSK  incurred  for  advertising 
directed  toward  U.S.  OEMs  does  not 
meet  our  critmion  for  treatment  as  a 
direct  selling  expense.  Furthermore, 
because  indirect  selling  expenses  are,  by 
definition,  not  related  to  specific  sales, 
we  have  not  limited  the  allocation  of 
NSK’s  indirect  advertising  expenses  to 
its  sales  to  U.S.  OEMs  for  these  final 
results. 

B.  Technical  Services  and  Warranty 
Expenses 

Comment  5:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  treat  INA’s, 
RHP’s,  and  SKF-France’s  technical 
services  as  direct  expenses  in  the  U.S. 
market.  Torrington  claims  that  the 
Department’s  practice  is  to  separate 
technical  service  expenses  into  direct 
and  indirect  portions.  Tcnrington  bases 
its  claim  on  the  E)epartment’s  treatment 
of  RHP's  technical  services  in  AFBs  II. 

57  FR  at  28408,  and  on  Final 
Determination  of  Sales  At  Less  Than 
Fair  Value;  Certain  Intmmal-Combustion 
Industrial  Forklift  Trucks  From  Japan, 

53  FR  12552, 12563  (1988).  Torrington 
further  states  that  when  respondents  fail 
to  separate  technical  service  expenses 
into  direct  and  indirect  portions,  the 
Department  treats  the  entire  expmise  as 
direct  in  the  U.S.  market  and  indirect  in 
the  home  market. 

INA  responds  that  it  does  not  keep 
records  that  would  allow  it  to  tie 
particular  technical  services  to 
particular  sales.  However.  INA  argues 


that,  imlike  in  the  last  review,  the 
Department  did  not  ask  INA  to  separate 
tec^ical  service  expenses  into  direct 
and  indirect  pwtions.  INA  further 
contends  that  in  the  present  review,  the 
Department  has  recognized  the 
difficulty  of  compilii^  such  data,  as 
made  clear  in  its  questionnaire:  "(w)e 
will  consider  as  direct  selling  expenses 
those  services  that  you  can  directly 
relate  to  sales  of  the  subject 
merchandise”.  Moreover,  INA  states 
that  it  has  demonstrated  that  its 
technical  services  are  provided  by 
salaried  staff,  who  also  perftxrm  sales 
activities,  and  therefore  the  technical 
services  are  properly  treated  as  indirect 
selling  expenses. 

SKF-France  asserts  that  the 
Department  correctly  treated  SARMA’s 
(an  affiliate  of  SKF-France)  reported 
U.S.  teclmical  expenses  as  inmrect  and 
that  the  expenses  were  reported  exactly 
in  the  manner  they  were  incurred.  SKF 
maintains  that  SARMA’s  accoimt 
structure,  which  the  Department 
reviewed  at  verification,  does  not 
recognize  a  domestic  export  split.  SKF 
further  contends  that  SARMA’s 
technical  expenses  are  the  same  in  both 
the  home  and  the  U.S.  markets  and  that 
any  artificial  segregation  would  be 
impossible  and  unreasonable.  SKF 
argues  that  the  Department  resorts  to 
BIA  only  when  a  respondent  fails  to 
report  claimed  adjustments  in  the 
manner  in  which  they  were  incurred. 
Therefore,  SKF  concludes  that  the 
Department  should  continue  to  treat 
SARMA’s  U.S.  technical  service 
exj^nses  as  indirect. 

RHP  argues  that  its  technical  service 
expenses  were  incorrectly  treated  as 
direct  expenses  in  the  United  States 
based  on  the  Department’s  practice  of 
treating  technical  services  as  direct 
selling  expenses  when  they  are  directly 
related  to  specific  sales.  RHP  argues  that 
the  technical  services  provided  in  the 
United  States  are  exactly  the  same  and 
allocated  in  the  same  way  as  the 
services  provided  in  the  home  market, 
which  the  Department  treated  as 
indirect  expenses.  Furthermore.  RHP 
asserts  that  it  does  not  maintain  any 
records  that  allow  technical  services  to 
be  tied  directly  to  particular  products, 
customers,  or  markets.  Thus.  RHP 
contends  that  the  Department’s 
treatmmit  of  its  U.S.  technical  services 
as  direct  expenses  is  an  inappropriate 
use  of  BIA  because  RHP  could  not  have 
provided  this  type  of  information  imder 
any  circumstances.  RHP  further  argues 
that  the  Department  never  request^  a 
segregation  of  the  expenses  into  fixed 
and  variable  costs.  Finally,  RHP  states 
that  the  Department  accepted  RHP’s 
technical  service  expenses  as  indirect 


expenses  in  both  markets  in  both  the 
investigation  and  the  first  review. 

Dep^ment’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington.  In  the  questicmnaire,  we 
retmested  that  respondents  separate 
tec^ical  service  expenses  into  direct 
and  indirect  portions,  stating  that  direct 
selling  expenses  were  those  smvices 
that  could  be  directly  related  to  sales  of 
the  subject  merchandise.  Because  there 
is  an  incentive  for  respondents  to  report 
selling  expenses  as  indirect  in  the 
United  States  and  direct  in  the  hmne 
market,  there  is  a  burden  cm 
respcmdents  to  demonstrate  "the 
indirec:tness  of  United  States  es^nses 
and  the  directness  of  home  market 
expenses.”  AFBs  II,  57  FR  at  28408. 
When  respondents  fail  to  repent 
tecdinical  service  expenses  in  direct  and 
indirect  portions,  it  is  our  practice  to 
treat  the  expenses  as  direct  in  the 
United  States  and  as  indirect  in  the 
home  market. 

INA  merely  states  in  its  supplemental 
questionnaire  response  that  its  U.S. 
tecduiical  service  expenses  are  provided 
by  salaried  staff.  INA  did  not  segregate 
tecdinicel  service  expenses  into  direct 
and  indirect  portions,  nor  has  INA 
shown  that  these  expenses  are  all 
indirect  in  nature.  INA  has  also  failed  to 
segregate  its  home  market  technicial 
servic:e  expenses.  Therefore,  as  best 
information  available,  we  considered 
the  entire  U.S.  technical  service  expense 
as  direct  and  the  entire  home  market 
,  expense  as  indirect. 

RHP  also  did  not  separate  its 
technical  service  expenses  into  direct 
and  indirect  portions.  RHP  was  further 
aware  of  the  Department’s  requirements 
because  the  Department  spectficxlly 
addressed  the  issue  of  Rfff’s  tectmical 
services  in  the  last  review  and  found 
that  RHP  should  have  separated  its 
expenses  into  direct  and  indirect 
portions.  See  AFBs  H,  57  FR  at  28408. 
Therefore,  we  considered  RHP’s 
technical  service  expenses  as  direct  in 
the  United  States  and  as  indirect  in  the 
home  market. 

Because  SARMA  did  not  separate  U.S. 
direct  technical  service  expenses  but 
included  them  in  its  reported  export 
selling  expense  pool,  we  have  applied 
SKF-USA’s  direct  technical  service 
expmise  rate  as  BIA  for  SARMA’s  direct 
technical  servica  expense. 

Comment  6:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  treat  FAG-Italy’s 
home  market  technical  servicas  and 
warranties  as  indirect  ex|)enses. 
Torrington  maintains  that  respondents 
have  a  burden  to  establish  that  they  are 
entitled  to  a  ctrcmmstaiKa-of-sale 
adjustment  for  expenses  directly  related 
to  home  market  sales  of  scope 
merchandise.  Torrington  contends  that 
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FAG-Italy  has  merely  allocated  total 
variable  warranty  expenses  over  total 
sales  of  all  products  in  the  home  market 
without  tying  the  expenses  to  particular 
sales  or  even  particular  products. 

FAG-Italy  responds  that  its 
methodology  aggregates  only  variable 
warranty  and  tedmical  service  expenses 
that  were  incurred  upon  scope 
merchandise,  and  divides  these  costs  by 
sales  of  scope  merchandise.  FAG-Italy 
further  argues  that  the  Department 
accepted  its  methodolow  in  the  first 
two  reviews  and  reiectra  petitioner’s 


ar^ments. 

Department’s  Position:  In  the  first  and 
second  administrative  reviews,  we  held 
that  although  we  preferred  reporting  on 
a  transaction-specific  basis,  we  would 
accept  reasonably  allocated  technical 
service  and  warranty  expenses.  As  we 
foimd  in  the  first  and  second  reviews, 
FAG-Italy’s  reported  technical  service 
and  warranty  expenses  have  been 
reasonably  quantified  and  allocated,  and 
we  are  satisfied  that  they  are  properly 
treated  as  direct  selling  expenses.  There 
is  no  evidence  to  suggest  that,  if  sales  of 
non-scope  merchandise  were  included 
in  FAG-Italy’s  allocation  pool,  expenses 
incurred  with  respect  to  them  would  not 
be  similar  to  those  incurred  upon  scope 
bearings.  See  AFBs  I,  56  FR  at  31723 
and  AFBs  II,  57  FR  at  28408. 

Comment  7:  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  Nachi  uses  an  tmacceptable 
reporting  methodology  for  U.S.  direct 
warranty  expenses,  b^use  Nachi’s 
response  included  only  the  transit  cost 
for  replacement  bearings  and  not  the 
additional  cost  of  manufacturing 
replacements.  Federal-Mogul  points  out 
that  Nachi’s  response  stat^  that 
“returned  bearings  can  usually  be 
resold’’  but  notes  that  Nachi  should 
have  reported  the  cost  of  replacing 
bearings  that  could  not  be  resold. 
Therefore,  the  Department  should  revise 
Nachi’s  direct  warranty  expense  claim 
to  include  the  additional  expense  of 
manufacturing  replacement  bearings  for 
the  defective  bearings. 

Nachi  contends  that  Federal-Mogul 
ignored  the  full  context  of  the  response. 
Nachi  states  that  its  explanation  that 
“returned  bearings  can  usually  be 
resold’’  is  a  genei^  statement  pertaining 
to  all  of  its  bearings.  Nachi  explains  that 
all  of  the  bearings  covered  by  this 
administrative  review  were  returned  to 
inventory  and  will  be  resold;  most  of 
these  bearings  have  already  been  resold, 
and  the  remaining  bearings  will  be 
resold  in  the  near  future. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Nachi.  Because  all  of  the  bearings 
covered  by  this  review  have  been 
returned  to  inventory  and  have  been 
resold  or  will  be  resold  in  the  near 


future,  Nachi’s  only  expense  is  the 
transit  cost  for  replacement  bearings. 
Therefore,  we  accepted  Nachi’s  U.S. 
direct  warranty  expenses  as  reported. 

Comment  8:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  reclassify  Koyo’s 
home  market  warranty  expenses  as 
indirect  selling  expenses  because  they 
were  allocated  over  both  scope  and  non¬ 
scope  merchandise.  Koyo  responds  that 
the  Department  has  verified  and 
accepted  its  warranty  expense 
methodology  in  preWous  reviews  of 
both  AFBs  and  tapered  roller  bearings. 
Koyo  contends  that  it  would  be 
unreasonable  for  the  Department  to 
change  its  requirements  at  this  late  date 
in  the  current  review. 

Department’s  Position:  As  we  foimd 
in  previous  reviews  in  which  Koyo  used 
the  same  allocation  methodology, 

Koyo’s  warranty  expenses  have  b^n 
reasonably  allocated,  and  we  have 
accepted  them  as  direct  selling 
expenses.  Since  the  non-scope 
merchandise  and  the  scope  merchandise 
both  involve  bearings,  we  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  the  warranty 
exjmnse  differs  between  the  two. 

Comment  9:  Torrington  alleges  that 
Koyo’s  allocation  of  technical  service 
expenses  over  all  U.S.  sales  is 
inappropriate.  Torrington  argues  that, 
ordinarily,  technical  service  expenses 
are  not  incurred  in  the  aftermarket. 

Koyo  notes  that  it  has  explained  in  its 
response  that  it  provides  essentially  the 
same  technical  services  for  its 
aftermarket  customers  as  its  OEM 
customers.  Koyo  believes  that  its 
response  is  sufficient  and  that  it  would 
be  inappropriate  for  the  Department  to 
reallocate  technical  service  expenses 
based  on  Torrington’s  comments. 

Department's  Position:  Because  Koyo 
provides  the  same  technical  services  to 
all  customers  that  request  them, 
including  aftermarket  customers,  and 
because  Koyo  separated  its  direct  and 
indirect  expenses,  we  are  satisfied  that 
Koyo’s  allocation  methodology  is 
reasonable.  See  AFBs  B.  57  FR  at  28408. 

Comment  10:  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  the  Department  should  revise 
Meter’s  allocation  of  U.S.  direct 
warranty  expenses  by  allocating  the 
expenses  identifiable  to  one  customer’s 
purchases  only  over  that  customer’s 
purchases,  and  by  allocating  the 
remainder  of  the  warranty  costs  over  all 
remaining  U.S.  sales. 

Meter  states  that  it  calculated  an 
allocation  factor  by  dividing  total  U.S. 
warranty  expenses  incurred  by  total 
U.S.  sales  value.  Meter  maintains  that 
its  methodology  is  in  accordance  with 
Department  practice  and  reasonable 
because  at  the  time  of  sale  Meter  does 
not  knowjvhich  sales  are  more  likely  to 


lead  to  a  warranty  expense.  Meter  adds 
that  the  Depcutment  verified  Meter’s 
methodology  and  found  it  acceptable  in 
the  second  review. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Meter.  Because  Meter  cannot  identify 
warranty  expenses  for  each  specific 
customer,  we  find  its  method  of 
dividing  total  U.S.  warranty  expenses  by 
total  U.S.  sales  value  to  be  reasonable. 

Comment  11:  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  the  Department  should  reject  NSK’s 
and  NTN’s  claims  that  they  do  not  incur 
any  direct  warranty  expenses  in  the 
United  States.  According  to  Federal- 
Mogul,  NSK  and  NTN  occasionally 
replace  defective  merchandise  for  their 
U.S.  customers,  and  they  incur  other 
costs  related  to  returns  of  non-defective 
merchandise.  As  a  result.  Federal-Mogul 
requests  that  the  Department  use  BIA  to 
determine  NSK’s  and  NTN’s  direct 
warranty  e^qmnses  in  the  United  States. 

NSK  replies  that  it  has  never  reported 
a  direct  warranty  expense  in  any 
segment  of  this  case,  and  that  the 
Department  has  accepted  NSK’s  claims 
regarding  the  absence  of  such  expenses 
in  each  instance.  In  the  absence  of  any 
evidence  to  the  contrary  from  Federal- 
Mogul,  NSK  concludes  that  the  use  of 
BIA  to  determine  NSK’s  direct  warranty 
expenses  is  imwarranted  in  this  case. 

frrN  replies  that  it  replaces  only  a 
very  small  quantity  of  defective 
merchandise,  and  that  the  Department 
verified  that  the  costs  associated  with 
the  replacement  of  defective 
merchandise  in  the  United  States  are 
minuscule.  Given  the  fact  that  the 
record  contains  verified  information 
regarding  the  cost  of  defective 
merchandise,  and  the  insignificant  costs 
involved,  N174  concludes  that  the  use  of 
BIA  to  determine  its  direct  warranty 
expenses  is  unwarranted  in  this  case. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
NSK  and  NTN.  There  is  no  evidence  in 
the  record  to  suggest  that  NSK  incurred 
any  direct  warranty  expenses  in  the 
United  States.  Regarding  NTN,  we 
found  during  verification  that  NTN 
received  claims  from  one  customer  for 
a  minuscule  amount  of  defective 
merchandise,  and  that  NTN  had 
credited  the  customer’s  account 
accordingly.  We  found  no  evidence  that 
NTN  incun^  any  variable,  sale-specific 
expenses  in  conjunction  with  this 
defective  merchandise.  As  a  result,  we 
made  no  deduction  from  USA  for  direct 
warranty  expenses  with  respect  to  NSK 
and  NTN. 

C.  Inventory  Carrying  Costs 

Comment  12:  Torrington  and  Federal- 
Mogul  argue  that  the  Department  has 
not  been  consistent  in  its  treatment  of 
inventory  carrying  costs  and  that  the 
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Department  should  only  make  an 
adjustment  for  inventory  canying  costs 
to  USA  and  not  to  FMV.  Tonington 
cites  The  Tonington  Company  y.  United 
States  (Tonington),  Slip  Op.  93-44  at 
3233,  in  which  the  Court  affirmed  the 
Department’s  practice  of  deducting 
inventory  caTr]ring  cost  on  the  basis  of 
the  adjustment  to  f<xeign  martlet  value 
in  order  to  afford  an  “apples  to  apples” 
cmnparison  as  long  as  the  Department  is 
consistent  in  making  its  measurement  in 
regards  to  FMV  and  ESP  sales. 

Tonington  argues  that  the  Department 
has  failed  to  to  consistent  in  this  case. 
Torrington  further  argues  in  its  country- 
specific  briefs  that  the  Department 
should  make  no  deduction  from  FMV 
for  this  imputed  genwal  expense. 

Department's  Position:  We  disagree 
vrith  Torrington.  The  Court  has  upheld 
the  Department’s  methodology  in 
calculating  inventcny  carrying  cost  in 
both  the  U.S.  and  the  home  market.  In 
Tonington,  the  Court  found  that  “the 
ITA’s  adjustment  to  FMV  for  imputed 
inventory  carrying  cost  pursuant  to  19 
C.F.R.  353.56(b)(2)  was  a  reasonable 
exercise  of  the  ITA’s  discretion  in 
implementing  the  antidumping  duty 
statute  and  is  affirmed.”  Id.  In  addition, 
as  was  stated  in  the  original 
investigation  and  the  first  two 
administrative  reviews  of  this 
proceeding,  in  order  for  comparisons  to 
to  fair,  it  is  necessary  to  make  inventory 
carrying  cost  adjustments  to  both  FMV 
and  USP.  See  AEB  LTFV  Investigation, 

54  FR  19050  (May  3. 1989);  AFBs  I.  56 
FR  at  31727;  AFBs  n,  57  FR  28360.  That 
the  foreign  seller  chooses  to  sell  from 
inventory  in  the  home  market  is  no 
different  from  the  seller’s  decision  to 
undertake  ESP  transactions  in  the 
United  States.  The  Department  imputes 
ICC  because  the  actual  financial  cost,  for 
the  time  between  shipment  from  the 
parent  and  payment  by  the  related 
importer,  is  not  recorded  in  the 
financial  records  of  either  party. 

Comment  13;  Torrington  submits  that 
the  Department  should  return  to  its  use 
of  the  “date  of  shipment”  rather  than 
the  date  of  production  as  the  starting 
point  for  calculation  of  inventory 
carrying  cost.  It  argues  that  this  would 
allow  the  Department  to  to  consistent  in 
its  calculation,  would  reduce  the 
Department’s  administrative  burden, 
and  would  to  consistent  with  the 
Court’s  recent  holding  in  Tonington. 

FAG  Italy,  FAG  U.K.,  and  RHP  argue 
that  the  Department  should  continue  its 
current  practice  of  calculating  inventory 
carrying  cost  from  the  date  of 
production.  has  no  objection  to  the 
Department’s  use  of  date  of  shipment  so 
long  as  the  same  methodology  for 


calculating  inventory  canying  cost  is 
used  in  b(^  markets. 

Department's  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington.  We  calculate  inventory 
carrying  costs  from  the  date  of 
production  because  the  date  of 
production  is  when  the  item  becomes  a 
part  of  the  company’s  inventory,  not  the 
date  of  shipment  Merchandise  destined 
for  the  U.S.  and  merchandise  destined 
for  the  home  market  are  not  necessarily 
held  in  inventory  from  the  date  of 
production  to  the  date  of  shipment  frv 
equal  lengths  of  time.  Therefore,  in 
general,  an  accurate  accounting  of 
inventory  canying  costs  in  ea(m  market 
requires  begirming  at  the  date  which 
pr^uction  is  completed. 

Comment  14:  Federal-Mogul  and 
Torrington  argue  that  the  Depertmmit 
should  base  U.S.  inventory  canying 
costs  <m  the  actual  costs  of  the 
merchandise  rather  than  on  transfer 
prices  and  should  use  uniform  interest 
rates.  They  argue  that  transfu' prices  are 
“inherently  suspect”  and  can  Irad  to 
manipulation  of  the  invmitory  carrying 
cost  adjustment.  In  additirm,  Fedei^- 
Mogul  argues  that  “vrith  respect  to 
mei^andise  sold  in  the  home  market, 
the  Department  applies  the  producer’s 
interest  rate,  for  the  producti<m-to-saie 
period,  against  the  sale  price  of  the 
merchandise  to  an  unrelated  purchaser. 
In  the  home  market,  the  Department 
generally  accepts  the  respondents’ 
application  of  the  producer’s  interest 
rate,  for  a  period  determined  solely  by 
the  respondent,  and  then  the 
application  of  the  U.S.  entity's  interest 
rate  for  a  period  similarly  determined  by 
the  respondent,  against  ffie  U.S.  entity’s 
price  to  an  unrelated  purchaser.” 

RHP,  FAG,  Koyo,  SiCF  and  GMN  argue 
that  these  alleged  "distortions”  do  not 
apply  to  their  calculations  of  inventmy 
carrying  costs.  They  state  that  inventory 
carrying  costs  were  calculated  from  the 
date  of  production  to  the  date  of 
shipment  to  the  first  unrelated  party,  as 
requested  by  the  Department  Ihus,  they 
state  that  no  change  in  the  Department’s 
current  methodology  need  occur. 
Furthermore,  GMN  argues  that  if  the 
Department  wishes  to  change  the 
inventory  carrying  cost  basis,  then, 
rather  thim  turning  to  selling  price  in 
the  United  States  as  urged  by  Federal- 
Mogul,  the  Department  should  utilize 
the  cost  of  manufacturing  (COM)  for 
goods  exported  to  the  United  States  as 
the  basis  for  the  inventory  carrying  cost 
adjustment  on  the  U.S.  side. 

Department’s  Position:  Inventory 
carrying  cost  measures  the  imputed  cost 
incurred  by  the  firm  for  storing  AFBs  in 
inventory.  The  transfer  price  reflects  the 
cost  of  the  merchandise  as  it  is  entered 
into  inventory  and  therefore  is  an 


accurate  basis  upon  which  to  calculate 
the  cost  to  the  subsidiary  of  holding 
inventory  prior  to  the  sale  to  an 
unrelated  U.S.  customer.  See  Portable 
Electric  Typewriters  From  Japan;  Final 
Results  of  Antidumping  Duty 
Administrative  Review  53  FR  40926 
(October  19. 1988). 

We  cannot  calculate  actual  cost  for 
inventory  carrying  costs  since  these 
costs  are  not  found  in  the  books  of  the 
respondents.  Thus,  we  must  look  at 
what  the  financing  cost  would  have 
been.  The  Department’s  practice  in 
calculating  inventory  carrying  costs  for 
ESP  sales  is  to  calculate  the  cost  in  two 
segments — one  during  which  the 
merchandise  is  held  by  the  foreign 
manufacturer  and  the  other  when  the 
merchandise  is  in  transit  or  held  by  the 
U.S.  affiliate.  Because  the  seller  incurs 
the  opportunity  cost  of  holding 
inventrwy  in  both  markets,  and  because 
we  adjust  for  that  cost  in  the  U.S. 
market,  we  must  also  adjust  for  the  same 
cost  in  the  home  market.  In  calculating 
such  an  expense,  we  must  use  the 
appropriate  interest  rate  (i.e.,  the  home 
niarket  interest  rate  on  the  home  market 
side  and  the  U.S.  interest  rate  for  the 
U.S.  side). 

Comment  15:  NSK  contends  that  if  the 
Department  determines  to  disallow  as  a 
direct  selling  expense  that  portion  of 
NSK’s  home  market  credit  expense  that 
NSK  incurred  on  its  sales  to  related 
parties,  the  Department  should  then 
reclassify  this  portion  of  the  claim  as  an 
inventory  carrying  cost  and  deduct  it 
from  foreign  market  value  as  an  indirect 
selling  expense. 

Torrin^on  rejects  NSK’s  claim  on  the 
grounds  that  NSK  did  not  claim  a  HM 
inventory  carrying  cost  in  its 
questionnaire  response.  Torrington 
forther  argues  that  the  interest  expense 
that  NSK  incurs  on  its  sales  to  related 
distributors  is  not  an  inventory  carrying 
cost,  because  inventory  canying  costs 
are  computed  on  the  bi^is  of  the  period 
between  production  and  shipment  to 
the  customer.  Therefore,  Torrington 
concludes  that  the  Department  should 
not  deduct  NSK’s  related  party 
financing  expenses  from  foreign  market 
value. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington.  NSK’s  claim  that  the 
expenses  in  question  should  to  treated 
as  inventory  carrying  costs  is  untimely 
because  NSK  did  not  claim  an 
adjustment  to  FMV  for  inventory 
carrying  costs  in  any  previous 
submission.  Furthermore,  the  credit 
period  for  NSK’s  sales  to  related  sales 
companies  bears  no  discernible 
relationship  to  the  amount  of  time  that 
merchandise  remains  in  inventory  prior 
to  sale.  In  the  absmice  of  any  evidmce 
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demonstrating  that  this  credit  period 
reflects  time  in  inventory,  we  reject 
NSK’s  request  that  we  treat  NSK’s  credit 
to  related  sales  companies  as  an 
inventory  carrying  cost.  As  a  result,  we 
have  not  deducted  from  FMV  any  of 
NSK’s  expenses  for  credit  extended  to 
related  parties.  Comment  IS.'Torringtmi 
argues  mat  NTN  overstated  its  home 
market  inventory  carrying  costs. 
According  to  Tonington.  NTN  included 
in  its  inventory  value  the  value  of  raw 
materials  and  wodc  Ln  process,  despite 
the  fact  that  Department  precedent 
clearly  establis!^  that  inventory 
carrying  cost  relate  to  finished  goods 
only.  Therefore.  Tonington  requests  that 
the  Department  re^aluate  Nll>I’s 
claimed  HM  inventcny  carrying  costs. 

NTN  responds  that  because  it  is  both 
a  manufacturing  aiul  sales  organization, 
there  is  no  logic  in  segregating  inventory 
costs  associated  with  manufacturing 
from  those  associated  with  selling 
finished  ^ods.  NTN  further  argues  that 
because  me  Department  has  accepted 
NTN’s  method  of  calculating  its 
inventory  carrying  cost  in  all  previous 
segments  of  this  case,  the  Department 
should  reject  Torrington’s  argument. 

Department’s  Position:  Vie  agree  with 
Tonington.  Inventory  carrying  cost  are 
designed  to  measure  the  cost  to  a 
company  of  holding  merchandise  that 
could  be  sold  to  generate  revenue. 
Because  raw  materials  and  work  in 
process  are,  by  definition,  not  yet 
salable  merch^dise,  the  Department 
bases  inventory  carrying  cost  on  the 
value  of  finish^  goods  only.  Therefore, 
we  have  recalculated  NTN’s  claimed 
HM  inventory  carrying  cost  to  eliminate 
that  portion  related  to  raw  materials  and 
work  in  process.  Although  we  accepted 
its  reported  inventory  carrying  costs  in 
previous  reviews,  this  issue  is  currently 
being  litigated  in  AFBs  II.  See  The 
Tonington  Company  v.  United  States 
(Court  Na  92-07-00483). 

D.  Post-Sale  Warehousing 

Comment  17:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  treat  Nachi’s 
alleged  post-sale  warehousing  expense 
as  an  indirect  expense  for  the  fin^ 
results,  because  this  expense  consisted 
of  amounts  paid  to  third  party 
contractors  to  store  bearings  in  close 
proximity  to  a  customer  before  the  sale 
was  made.  For  this  reason,  the  expense 
is  actually  a  pre-sale  warehousing 
expense  and  is  therefore  indirect.  To 
support  this  argument,  Torrington 
points  to  Nachi’s  response,  which  states 
that  quantities  were  not  fixed  until  the 
date  of  shipment  Torrington  further 
contends  that  there  is  nothing  on  the 
record  to  show  that  “Nachi  was 
contractually  required  to  maintain  a 


particular  inventory  lev^  or  that  the 
merchandise  was  identified  for  sale  to  a 
specific  customer  at  the  time  it  was 
shipped  to  the  war^MHiae." 

Nachi  responds  by  noting  that  in  the 
two  previous  administrative  reviews  the 
Department  acxepted  its  post-sale 
warehousing  expenses  as  direct  selling 
expenses  and  that  its  practices  have  not 
changed.  Nachi  further  contoids  that  its 
response  shows  that  its  post-sale 
warehousing  expenses  ate  customer- 
and  product-specific  and.  therefore, 
meet  the  criteria  that  the  Department 
applied  in  the  first  and  second  reviews. 

Department’s  Poikioa:  We  verified 
that  Nachi’s  claimed  post-sale 
warehousing  expenses  we  in  fact 
incurred  after  the  sale  and  that  these 
expenses  were  directly  related  to  the 
HM  sales  to  which  th^  apply* 
Torrington  did  not  provkie  any  new 
information  requiring  a  reevaluation  of 
this  expense  for  the  final  results. 
Therei^,  we  have  cmitinued  to  make 
a  direct  circumstance-of-sale  adjustment 
for  Nachi’s  post-sale  warehousing 
expenses.  AFBs  1,  56  FR  31692,  and 
AFBs  II.  57  FR  at  28415. 


that  the  administering  authority  not 
make  excessive  allowances  for 
differences  in  circumstances  of  sale: 

*  *  *  if  (circumstance  of  sale]  adjustments 
are  improperly  made,  the  result  may  be  an 
unjustifiable  i^uction  in  or  elimination  of 
the  dumping  margin.  Therefcne,  the 
Committee  intends  that  adjustments  should 
be  permitted  if  they  are  reasonably 
identifiable,  quantifiable,  and  directly  related 
to  the  sales  imder  consideration  and  if  there 
is  clear  and  reasonable  evidence  of  their 
existence  and  amount. 

H.R.  Rep.  No.  96-317,  96th  Cong.,  Ist 
Sess.  76  (1979). 

In  accordance  with  Congress’  intent, 
the  Departmmt’s  regulations  limit  the 
types  of  differences  the  Department  will 
allow  and  offer  guidance  regarding  the 
methods  by  whkdi  the  Department  will 
calculate  those  differences. 

19  CFR  353.56(a)(1)  states  that  the 
Secretary  will  make  “a  reasonable 
allowance”  for  any  difference  in 
circumstances  of  the  sales  compared  if 
the  Secretary  is  satisfied  that  the 
“amount  of  any  price  differential  is 
wholly  or  partly  due  to  such 
difference.”  Section  353.56(a)(2)  states: 


E.  Delayed  Payment  of  Home  Market 
Selling  Expenses 

Comment  18:  Torrington  and  Federal- 
Mogul  both  state  that  the  Department 
has  failed  to  account  for  the  savings  that 
the  respondents  realize  by  paying  their 
HM  selling  expenses  on  a  (telayed- 
payment  b^s.  They  state  that  the  true 
cost  to  respondent  with  regards  to 
discoimts,  rebates,  and  circumstance-of- 
sale  adjustments,  is  the  amount  that  the 
respondent  pays  out  minus  any  savings 
realized  by  paying  the  amormt  after  the 
obligation  was  incurred. 

SKF,  FAG.  GMN,  INA.  Koyo,  and  RHP 
argue  that  it  would  be  an  administrative 
burden  for  the  Department  to  make 
adjustments  for  delayed  payments. 
Respondents  argue  that  the  overall  effect 
of  such  an  adjustment  would  be 
minimal  since  such  an  adjustment 
would  have  to  be  made  on  both  the 
side  and  the  U.S.  side.  In  addition,  these 
adjustments  are  only  imputed 
adjustments,  not  actual  adjxistments,  ' 
and  thus  would  not  be  reflected  in  the 
books  of  the  respondents. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington  and  Federal-Mogul. 
There  is  no  statutory  or  regulatory 
requirement  for  the  Department  to 
adjust  circumstance  of  sale  claims 
downward  to  account  for  savings  due  to 
delayed  payment  of  these  expenses. 

The  statute  grants  the  Department 
broad  authority  in  determining  what 
constitutes  differences  in  circumstances 
of  sale.  Section  773  of  the  Tariff  Act. 
However,  Congress  expressed  concern 


Differences  in  arcumstances  of  sale  for 
which  the  Secretary  will  make  reasonable 
allowances  narmally  are  those  involving 
differences  in  conunissions,  credit  terms, 
guarantees,  warranties,  technical  assistance, 
and  servicing.  The  Secretary  also  will  make 
reasonable  allowances  for  differences  in 
selling  costs  (such  as  advertising)  incurred  by 
the  producer  or  reseller  but  nonmdiy  only  to 
the  extent  that  such  costs  are  assumed  by  the 
producer  or  reseller  on  behalf  of  the 
purchaser  from  tiiat  producer  or  reseller. 
(emphasis  added) 

Thus,  allowances  will  only  be  made  if 
the  price  differmtial  is  “wholly  or 
partly  due”  to  differences  in 
circumstances  of  sale:  if  they  relate  to 
circumstances  that  bear  a  “direct 
relationship”  to  the  sales  compared; 
and,  with  respect  to  selling  expenses, 
only  to  the  extent  that  such  expenses  are 
“*  *  *  assumed  by  the  producer  •  *  • 
on  behalf  of  the  purchaser.” 

The  concept  of  the  assumption  of 
costs  by  the  seller  on  behalf  of  the  buyer 
extends  to  measurement  as  well.  As  an 
initial  matter,  we  should  note  that  the 
goal  of  the  statute  is  to  accoimt  for 
differences  in  prices  that  are  attributable 
to  differences  in  circumstances  of  sale. 
Section  773(a)(4)(B).  To  measine  the 
difference  in  prices  owing  to  differences 
in  circumstances  of  sale  (including 
selling  expenses),  §  353.56(c)  of  the 
regulations  states: 

In  deciding  what  is  a  reasonable  allowance 
for  any  difference  in  circumstances  of  sale, 
the  Seavtary  normally  will'consider  the  cost  . 
of  such  difference  to  the  producer  or  reseller 
but,  if  appropriate,  may  also  consider  the 
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effect  of  such  difference  on  the  market  value 
of  the  merchandise,  (emphasis  added) 

This  section  provides  for  using 
differences  in  cost  as  a  means  of 
measuring  differences  in  prices  due  to 
different  circumstances  b^ause  the 
Department  normally  caimot  directly 
measure  the  differences  in  prices  due  to 
different  circumstances  of  sale. 

Although  the  provision  in  the 
regulations  for  considering  the  effect  of 
such  differences  on  the  market  value  of 
the  merchandise  would  be  the  most 
accurate  adjustment,  such  a  measure 
normally  cannot  be  reliably  determined 
because  it  would  require  a  complex 
series  of  econometric  and  regression 
analyses,  often  based  on  questionable 
assumptions.  Therefore,  the  difference 
in  cost  is  merely  "a  reasonable 
allowance"  for  the  price  differences 
owing  to  differences  in  circumstances  of 
sale. 

To  determine  the  difference  in  costs, 
the  Department  normally  relies  on  a 
company’s  financial  records.  This  is  a 
reasonable  way  to  account  for 
differences  in  selling  expenses  as  long 
as  the  company  quantifies  the  actual 
expense,  provides  adequate 
documentation,  and  the  company’s 
quantification  accurately  reflects  the 
expense  to  the  seller.  See,  e.g.. 

Television  Receivers.  Mono^rome  and 
Color,  firam  Japan;  Final  Results  of 
Antidumping  Duty  Administrative 
Review.  53  FR  4050  (1988). 

The  Department  does  not  resort  to 
imputing  costs  except  in  the  limited 
circumstance  where  such  costs  are  not 
recorded  in  a  company’s  financial 
records  and  the  costs  are  related  to  the 
conditions  and  responsibilities 
conferred  by  the  terms  of  sale  between 
the  buyer  and  seller,  either  explicitly  or 
implicitly.  In  general,  the  Department 
adjusts  for  certain  opportunity  costs 
only  insofar  as  they  affect  the  terms  of 
sale  between  the  seller  and  buyer  and 
only  insofar  as  the  costs  are  not 
otherwise  recorded  in  the  producer’s 
financial  records. 

For  example,  credit  is  part  of  the 
terms  of  sale  between  the  seller  and 
buyer  but  its  cost  is  not  always  recorded 
in  a  company’s  financial  records. 
However,  bemuse  credit  terms 
unquestionably  affect  the  price 
negotiated  between  the  buyer  and  seller, 
the  Department  must  find  a  way  to 
account  for  such  differences.  The  only 
way  to  accoimt  for  them  is  to  impute 
them. 

The  Depcutment  cannot  ignore 
differences  in  prices  owing  to 
differences  in  credit  terms  because  such 
differences  constitute  an  assumption  of 
costs  by  the  seller  on  behalf  of  the  U.S. 


buyer.  For  example,  if  a  producer  sells 
widgets  to  two  buyers  at  the  same  price, 
but  offers  one  buyer  one  month  of  credit 
and  the  other  six  months  of  credit,  the 
effective  price  to  the  latter  buyer  is 
imquestioiiably  lower  than  the  price  to 
the  former  buyer.  The  additional  cost  of 
the  second  sale  to  the  producer  is 
approximately  equal  to  the  savings 
realized  by  the  second  buyer  resulting 
firom  the  five-month  payment  delay.  If 
the  second  buyer  had  to  pay  sooner,  that 
buyer’s  costs  would  have  increased. 
Therefore,  the  extension  of  more 
favorable  credit  terms  constitutes  an 
assumption  of  costs^  the  seller  on 
behalf  of  the  buyer.  The  Depculment  is 
thus  justified  in  making  this  type  of 
delayed  payment  CX)S  adjustment  in 
this  instance. 

This  approach  is  in  stark  contrast  to 
any  potential  delay  of  payment  between 
the  seller  and  its  suppliers  (such  as  a 
subcontractor)  insofar  as  the  seller 
assumes  no  costs  that  otherwise  would 
have  been  borne  by  the  buyer.  An 
allowance  for  delayed  payment  of 
selling  expenses  would  involve 
imputing  expenses  incurred  not 
between  the  buyer  and  seller,  but 
between  the  seller  and  its  supplier. 

Such  an  allowance  is  inappropriate 
because  it  is  not  related  to  the  positions 
and  responsibilities  of  the  seller  and 
buyer  conferred  by  the  terms  of  sale, 
and  it  cannot  reasonably  be  expected  to 
affect  the  price  negotiated  between  the 
seller  and  buyer.  For  these  reasons,  this 
type  of  allowance  does  not  qualify  as  a 
cost  “*  *  •  assumed  by  the  producer 

*  •  •  on  behalf  of  the  purchaser 

*  *  *,’’  in  accordance  with  19  C]FR 
353.56(a)(2).  Therefore,  the  Department 
would  not  be  justified  in  making  such 
a  delayed  payment  COS  adjustment. 

F.  Commissions 

Comment  ]9;Torrington  asserts  that 
the  Department  should  deny  Koyo’s  HM 
commission  adjustment  for 
commissions  paid  to  purchasing  agents 
acting  on  behalf  of  Koyo’s  customers 
because  such  payments  do  not  affect  the 
HM  price  obtained  by  Koyo.  Torrington 
further  asserts  that  since  Koyo  cannot 
identify  specific  sales  on  which  it  paid 
commissions,  the  commissions  are  not 
directly  related  to  sales  of  in-scope 
products  and  should  be  considered 
indirect  selling  expenses.  As  such, 
Torrington  asserts  that  Koyo’s 
commissions  should  not  be  subject  to 
the  Department’s  commission  offset. 

Koyo  argues  that  Torrington  provides 
no  support  for  its  assertion  that 
payments  to  purchasing  agents  are  not 
an  appropriate  adjustment  to  FMV. 
Koyo  further  argues  that  since  its  HM 
commissions  are  neither  granted  nor 


recorded  on  a  product-  or  transaction- 
sp»ecific  basis,  it  cannot  be  expected  to 
report  them  on  either  basis.  Koyo  asserts 
that  it  reported  its  commission  exp>enses 
in  precisely  the  manner  subsequently 
endorsed  by  the  C3T  in  The  Torrington 
Company  V.  United  States,  Slip  Op.  93- 
44  at  39  (March  29, 1993).  Furthermore, 
Koyo  notes  that  the  difference  between 
the  commission  expense  factors 
reported  and  those  provided  for  in 
Koyo’s  contracts  is  insignificant. 

Finally,  Koyo  argues  that  the 
Department  verified  commissions  for 
this  review  and  foxmd  no  discrepancies. 

Department's  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington.  Since  Koyo  pays 
commissions  to  purchasing  agents  that 
act  on  behalf  of  its  customers.  Koyo’s 
HM  sales  qualify  for  the  commission 
adjustment  submitted.  Additionally, 
although  Koyo  did  not  submit  its 
commission  expenses  on  a  transaction- 
specific  basis,  the  record  indicates  that 
the  customer-specific  commission 
expense  factors  accurately  represent  the 
commission  rates  agreed  to  in  Koyo’s 
contracts.  Therefore,  consistent  with  the 
two  previous  reviews  of  these  orders, 
we  have  accepted  Koyo’s  commissions 
as  direct  selling  expenses  and 
performed  the  commission  offset 
accordingly.  See  AFBs  II,  57  FR  at 
28407,  and  AFBs  I,  56  FR  at  31719. 

Comment  20:  Federal-Mogul  contends 
that  the  Department  improperly 
classified  Fichtel  and  Sachs’  U.S. 
commissions  to  related  parties  as 
indirect  selling  expenses,  amounting  to 
a  double-counting  of  U.S.  commission 
in  the  offset  to  FI^.  Federal-Mogul 
argues  that,  as  a  result  of  this 
classification  of  related  party 
commissions,  FMV  is  reduced  by  both 
'  HM  commissions  and  by  an  offset  up  to 
the  amount  of  U.S.  commissions  plus 
U.S.  indirect  selling  expenses.  Federal- 
Mogul  suggests  that  the  Department 
classify  all  commissions  in  the  U.S. 
market  as  direct  expenses. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Federal-Mogul.  We  improperly 
increased  the  offset  cap  by  the  amount 
of  U.S.  commissions  to  related  parties. 
For  these  final  results  we  have  classified 
all  U.S.  commission  expenses  as  direct 
selling  expenses. 

Comment  21:  Torrington  contests  the 
Department’s  inclusion  of  NTN’s  U.S. 
commissions  in  the  calculation  of  the 
ESP  cap  for  deductions  of  HM  indirect 
selling  expenses  from  foreign  market 
value.  According  to  Torrington, 
commissions  are  to  be  offset  by  indirect 
selling  expenses  only  in  those  instances 
in  which  a  respondent  pays 
commissions  in  one  market  but  not  in 
the  other.  In  this  instance,  however, 
Torrington  states  that  because  NTN 
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included  commissions  as  an  element  of 
HM  indirect  Mlliog  expmses  in  lien  of 
reporting  sale-specific  commissions,  the 
Department  is  unable  to  determine 
whether  NTN  incurred  commission 
expenses  on  indhddnal  HM  sales.  As  a 
result,  Torrington  argues  that  NTN  did 
not  satisfy  the  regulatory  requirement 
for  ofisetting  U.S.  commissions  with 
HM  indirect  selling  expenses,  and, 
therefore,  the  Department  should  not 
include  U.S.  commissions  in  the 
calculation  ai  the  ESP  cap  fm  these  final 
results. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington.  Pursuant  to  19  CFR 
353.56(b),  the  Department  will  offset 
commissions  in  one  market  erith 
indirect  selling  expenses  incurred  in  the 
other  market  only  if  a  respondent  did 
not  incur  commission  expenses  in  the 
other  market  Because  NTN  reported 
HM  commissions  as  indirect  selling 
expenses,  we  have  no  way  of  knowing 
whether  NTN  paid  commissions  on  any 
of  the  individual  HM  sales  subfect  to 
this  review.  In  the  absence  of  any  such 
evidence,  we  have  no  basis  for 
detennining  that  NTN  has  satisfied  the 
necessary  conditions  for  receiving  an 
offset  to  its  U.S.  commissions. 

Therefore,  we  have  removed  U.S. 
commissions  from  the  amount  used  to 
calculate  the  cap  for  these  final 
results. 

Comment  22:  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  the  Department  erred  in  its 
treatment  of  NSiCs  HM  commissions. 
Federal-Mogul  states  that  although  NSK 
reported  two  types  of  commissions  in 
the  HM,  the  Department  understated 
NSK's  foreign  market  value  by  not 
adding  to  it  an  offset  fm  HM 
commissions  in  those  instances  in 
which  NSK  did  not  pay  commissions  on 
its  purchase  price  sales.  Federal-Mogul 
requests  that  the  Department  calculate 
an  offset  to  NSK’s  1^  commissions  for 
the  final  rasuhs. 

NSK  responds  that  the  Department’s 
error  is  hapless,  because  of  the  relative 
amoimts  of  the  HM  commissions  and 
the  U.S.  indirect  selling  expenses  that 
the  Department  would  use  to  create  the 
commission  offset  NSK  agrees, 
however,  with  Federal-Mogul’s 
suggestion  that  the  Department  correct 
its  treatment  of  commissions  for  the 
final  rraults. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Federal-Mf^l.  Althoi^  NSK 
classified  its  payments  to  distributors 
for  delivery  on  bdialf  of  NSK  as 
commissions,  we  do  not  consider  such 
exptenses  to  be  commissions  because 
NSK  performed  all  the  selling  functions 
for  the  sales  in  question.  Further,  we 
have  treated  NSK’s  expenses  for  stock 
transfers  by  distributors  as  indirect 


selling  expenses.  Because  we  have  not 
treated  N^s  reported  HM  defi^rasy  and 
stock  transfar  erqrenses  as  commissions, 
we  have  not  performed  a  conmiission 
offset  to  FMV  in  purchase  price 
comparisons  for  these  final  results. 

G.  Credit 

Comment  23:  Torrington  asswts  that 
the  HM  verificatian  of  Koyo 
demonstrated  significant  discr^ancies 
between  the  reported  date  of  payment, 
wdiich  is  based  on  cnslomer*^>ecific 
average  accounts  receivable  turnover 
rates,  and  the  actual  data  of  payment 
Torrington  argues  that  the  I^artment 
should  reject  Koyo’s  HM  ciedk 
expenses  fen  the  final  results  and  either 
use  the  lowest  charge  for  any  customer 
or  decline  to  make  any  credit 
adjustment  to  FMV. 

Koyo  argues  tlmt  the  differences 
between  the  reported  average  date  of 
payment  and  t^  actual  date  of  payment 
is  to  be  e}qpected  and  riumld  not  be 
construed  to  indicate  that  there  is 
misreporting  on  its  part.  Koyo  argues 
that,  since  the  actual  date  of  payment 
fell  both  before  and  after  dm  reported 
average  date  of  payment  for  different 
transactions,  thm  is  no  pattern  to  the 
differences  diat  would  result  in  the 
artificial  reduction  of  FMV. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrii^on.  Koyo  submitted  to  the 
Department  the  customer-specific 
average  terms  of  payment  fw  all  of  ks 
HM  customers.  Although  the 
Department  maintains  a  stnmg 
reference  for  credit  expenses  that  are 
ased  on  the  actual  number  of  da]rs 
outstanding,  we  recognize  the 
tremendous  number  of  transactions 
involved  and  have  accepted  Koyo’s 
credit  methodology  as  a  reasonable 
alternative  to  the  Department’s  standard 
requirements.  Fiuthermcne,  since 
Koyo’s  reported  date  of  payment  is 
based  on  the  customer-specific  average 
days  outstanding,  the  reported  date  of 
payment  will,  in  most  cases,  vary  from 
the  actual  date  of  payment.  At 
verification  we  found- no  evidence  to 
indicate  that  such  a  variance  results  in 
a  systematic  overstatement  of  Koyo’s 
HM  credit  expenses.  Therefore,  we  will 
continue  to  accept  Koyo’s  methodology 
for  these  final  resuhs.  See  AFBs  II,  57 
FR  at  28406,  and  AFBs  1,  56  FR  at 
31724. 

Comment  24:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  reject  NPBS’ 

U.S.  credit  calculations.  Torrington 
asserts  that  NPBS  calculated  the  average 
payment  period  for  PP  sales  based  on  a 
sample  of  invoices.  Torrington  asserts 
theft  this  is  unacceptrf)le  since  NPBS  did 
not  demonstrate  flmt  sampling  was 
necessary  or  r^iresentative.  Torrington 


also  asserts  that  for  ESP  sales  NPBS 
failed  to  support  its  calculation  of  U.S. 
credit  expenses.  Torrington  argues  fiiat 
the  Department  rfiould  use  the  highest 
reported  credit  expense  as  BIA. 

NPBS  and  Emerson,  an  unrelated 
importer,  claim  that  Torrington  is 
mistaken,  and  note  diat  the  payment 
period  for  all  PP  sales  was  iMsed  on  all 
PP  invoices  dinring  the  review  period. 
Additionally,  NPBS  argues  that  the 
credit  terms  for  all  ESP  sales  were  based 
on  the  actual  shipment  and  payment 
dates  on  a  transaction-specific  basis. 
According  to  NPBS,  the  explanation  for 
the  determination  of  these  dates  can  be 
foimd  in  the  original  and  supplemental 
respond. 

Apartment’s  Position:  We  disamee 
with  Torrington.  NPBS  did  not  cahmlate 
the  average  payment  period  for  PP  sales 
based  on  a  sample  of  invoices.  Rather, 
it  used  the  actual  PP  invoices  as  the 
basis  for  its  payment  period  frn  all  PP 
sales.  In  addition,  NPBS  properly 
calculated  its  ESP  credit  terms  using 
the  actual  shipment  and  payment  dates 
on  a  transaction-specific  basis. 
Therefore,  we  have  accepted  NPBS’  U.S. 
credit  expenses  for  these  final  results. 

Comment  25:  Torrington  asserts  tlut 
NPBS’  HM  credit  expense  methodology 
must  be  rejected  for  these  final  results. 
Torrington  argues  that  NPBS’  use  of  the 
nominal  credit  period  stated  on  the 
invoice,  rather  than  the  actual  period 
that  elapsed  between  shipment  and 
payment,  to  determine  1^  credit 
expenses  is  unacceptable.  Torrington 
further  argues  that  NPBS’  use  of  &e 
invoice  date  as  the  shipment  date  is 
unacceptable  since  NI%S  occasionally 
creates  an  invoice  immediately  upon 
receipt  of  the  order,  thus  overstating  the 
credit  expenses.  Torrington  contends 
the  Department  should  decline  to  make 
any  adjustment  to  FMV  for  credit 
expenses. 

NPBS  and  Emerson  note  that  most 
customers  pay  by  promissory  note  and 
that  the  terms  of  sale  establish  the  date 
on  which  the  promissory  notes  mature. 
NPBS  and  Emerson  argue  that,  since  the 
Department  confirmed  at  verification 
that  maturity  dates  corresponded  to  the 
terms  of  sale,  the  nominal  terms  of 
payment  me  an  appropriate  measure  of 
the  true  credit  experience  of  the 
company.  NPBS  also  notes  that  in 
instances  where  a  customer  does  not 
pay  by  promissory  note,  NPBS  used  the 
terms  of  sale  to  establish  the  credit 
period  since  payment  is  generally 
received  in  accordance  with  these 
terms. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington.  While  we  generally 
require  that  credit  expenses  be  based  on 
the  actual  payment  period,  in  this  case 
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we  confinned  at  verification  that  the 
nominal  credit  period  accurately  reflects 
the  actual  payment  period.  In  addition, 
we  also  verified  that  the  invoice  date 
reflects  the  shipment  date.  Therefore, 
we  have  accepted  NPBS’  submitted  HM 
credit  expenses  for  these  final  results. 

Conunent  26:  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  since  Meter  does  not  maintain  an 
inventory  of  finished  products,  the 
period  firom  date  of  completion  of 

Eroduction  to  date  of  shipment  should 
a  included  in  the  credit  period  used  to 
calculate  U.S.  credit  expenses.  Since 
Meter  did  not  do  this,  Federal-Mogul 
argues  that  the  Department  should 
recalculate  the  U.S.  sales  credit  expense 
using  the  highest  reported  per  unit 
credit  expense  as  BIA. 

Meter  argues  that,  consistent  with 
past  AFB  reviews  and  Department 
policy,  it  properly  calculated  its  U.S. 
credit  expense  by  using  the  period  finm 
the  date  of  shipment  to  the  date  of 


parent. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Federal-Mogul.  It  is  our  practice  to 
calculate  direct  credit  expenses  horn 
date  of  shipment  to  date  of  payment. 
Meter  has  provided  sufficient 
information  regarding  the  calculation  of 
credit  expense.  Therefore,  we  find  no 
reason  to  adjust  Meter’s  reported  credit 
expense. 

Comment  27:  Torrington  contests  the 
Department’s  decision  to  deduct  as  a 
direct  selling  expense  NSK’s  HM  credit 
expense.  According  to  Torrington, 

NSK’s  reporting  of  HM  credit  expenses 
on  a  customer-specific  basis  not  only 
fails  to  link  this  expense  to  the  specific 
sales  imder  review,  but  also  distorts  the 
adjustment  by  including  credit  expenses 
incurred  for  sales  of  non-subject 
merchandise.  Mmeover,  Torrington 
argues  that,  as  noted  by  the  Department. 
NSK  overstated  its  HM  credit  expenses 
for  certain  sales  by  including  cr^it  that 
NSK  extended  to  its  related  sales 
companies.  As  a  result,  Torrington 
concludes  that  the  Department  should 
deny  in  its  entirety  NSK’s  claimed  HM 
credit  expense. 

NSK  responds  that,  although  its 
monthly  billing  system  does  not  permit 
it  to  report  transaction-specific  credit 
expenses,  it  has  reportea  its  credit 
expenses  on  a  customer-specific  basis, 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Department’s  questionnaire. 
Therefore,  NSK  concludes  that  the 
Department  should  treat  its  reported 
HM  credit  expenses  as  direct  selling 
expenses  for  the  final  results. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  in 
part  with  NSK.  At  verification,  we 
confirmed  the  accuracy  of  the  customer- 
specific  information  that  NSK  used  to 
calculate  its  HM  credit  expenses. 


Because  NSK  complied  with  our 
requirements  in  reporting  customer- 
sp^fic  credit  expenses,  we  have 
generally  treated  NSK’s  repotted  HM 
credit  expenses  as  direct  selling 
expenses  for  these  final  resrilts.  Since 
the  same  terms  of  credit  are  used 
regardless  of  whether  the  merchandise 
is  scope  or  non-scope  merchandise, 
incluffing  credit  expenses  incurred  for 
sales  of  non-scope  merchandise  in  the 
calculation  of  credit  expense  for  scope 
merchandise  achieves  tne  same  result  as 
adjusting  the  total  credit  expense  by  the 
ratio  of  scope  to  non-scope 
merchandise. 

We  note,  however,  that  NSK 
overstated  its  credit  expenses  for  certain 
HM  sales  that  it  made  through  related 
sales  companies.  Specifically,  NSK 
included  in  the  credit  expenses  for  these 
sales  not  only  the  credit  extended  by  the 
sales  company  to  the  first  unrelated  HM 
customer,  but  also  NSK’s  credit  to  its 
related  sales  company.  Because  the 
credit  extended  to  the  related  sales 
company  is  not  generated  on  the  sale  to 
the  first  unrelated  party,  we  do  not 
consider  such  credit  to  constitute  a 
direct  selling  expense.  As  a  result,  we 
have  reduced  NSK’s  claimed  credit 
expenses  by  the  amount  attributable  to 
NSK’s  sales  to  the  related  companies. 

Comment  28:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  revise  its 
calculation  of  NSK’s  credit  expenses  on 
purchase  price  sales.  According  to 
Torrington,  the  Department  discovered 
discrepancies  in  NSK’s  reported 
payment  dates  for  purchase  price  sales. 
As  a  result,  Torrin^on  argues  that  the 
Department  should  either  use  NSK’s 
hipest  reported  credit  expense  on 
purchase  price  sales  as  BIA,  or  adjust 
NSK’s  reported  credit  period  on 
purchase  price  sales  for  the 
discrepancies  found  at  verification. 

In  reply,  NSK  states  that  the 
discrepandes  are  the  result  of  the 
method  that  it  used  to  record  payment 
for  purchase  price  sales.  According  to 
NSK,  it  used  this  recording  method  for 
all  purchase  price  sales  to  the  customer 
in  question.  Further,  NSK  states  that  the 
Department  found  no  consistent  pattern 
of  early  or  late  recording  of  payment 
dates.  As  a  result,  NSK  states  that  any 
payment  date  discrepancies  that  the 
Department  foimd  during  verification 
have  no  discernible  impact  on  the 
Department’s  analysis  and,  therefore, 
the  Department  should  not  modify 
NSK’s  reported  credit  expenses  for 
purchase  price  sales. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
NSK.  Although  we  found  minor 
discrepancies  between  NSK’s  reported 
payment  dates  and  the  actual  dates  on 
which  NSK  received  payment  from  its 


customers,  we  did  not  find  that  these 
discrepancies  resulted  in  either  a 
systematic  over-  or  imder-reporting  of 
the  credit  period  for  purchase  price 
sales.  *rherefore,  we  have  used  the 
information  provided  in  NSK’s 
questionnaire  responses  to  calculate 
credit  expenses  for  purchase  price  sales 
for  these  final  results. 

H.  Indirect  Selling  Expenses 

Comment  29:  Torrington  contends 
that  FAG-Italy  and  FAG-U.K.  overstated 
their  HM  indirect  selling  expenses  by 
including  indirect  selling  expenses 
incurred  by  FAG-Germany.  ’Torrington 
argues  that  it  is  apparent  from  the 
response  that  all  selling  expenses 
incurred  by  FAG-Italy  and  FAG-U.K.  are 
incurred  entirely  in  Italy  and  the  U.K. 
respectively.  Furthermore,  Torrington 
argues,  FAG  did  not  detail  or  describe 
any  expenses  incurred  by  FAG-Germany 
on  behalf  of  FAG-Italy  or  FAG-U.K. 
Torrington  contends  that  as  a  result  of 
allocating  indirect  selling  expenses 
incurred  by  FAG-Germany  to  FAG-Italy 
and  FAG-U.K.,  indirect  selling  expenses 
incurred  by  FAG-Germany  for  U.S.  sales 
are  \inderstated. 

FAG-Italy  and  FAG-U.K.  contend  that 
their  HM  indirect  selling  expenses 
properly  include  certain  costs  that  are 
incurred  in  Germany  by  FAG-Germany. 
FAG  argues  that  \mder  its  marketing 
structure,  FAG-Germany  incurs  indirect 
selling  expenses  on  behalf  of  its  entire 
worldwide  operations,  including  FAG- 
Italy  and  FAG-U.K.  FAG  contends  that 
its  indirect  selling  expense  methodology 
has  been  approv^  and  verified  by  the 
Department  in  each  of  the  past  two 
reviews  and  therefore  should  be 
accepted  for  these  final  results. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington.  In  this  review  we 
verified  FAG-Germany’s  HM  indirect 
selling  expenses  and  determined  that 
the  allocation  methodology  reasonably 
captured  indirect  selling  expenses 
incurred  on  subject  me^andise  sold  in 
Italy  and  the  U.K.  Therefore,  we  have 
used  the  indirect  selling  expense  data  as 
reported  for  these  final  results. 

Comment  30:  SKF-France  argues  that 
the  Department  incorrectly  disallowed 
the  “first  level”  of  indirect  selling 
expenses,  which  include  the  indirect 
selling  expenses  of  the  SKF  companies 
incurred  on  home  market  sales  between 
SKF  and  SOS,  a  related  distributor.  In 
addition,  SKF  arwes  that  the 
Department  erred  by  reducing  the 
selling  expenses  of  all  non-SOS  HM 
sales  by  the  ratio  of  related  party  sales 
to  total  sales.  SKF  contends  that, 
according  to  19  CFR  353.56(b)(2),  a 
reasonable  deduction  from  foreign 
market  value  is  made  for  all  expenses 
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incurred  in  selling  such  or  similar 
merchandise  up  to  the  amoimt  of  the 
expenses  incurred  in  selling  the 
merchandise,  and  that  no  distinction  is 
made  between  related  and  rmrelated 
parties. 

SKF  further  contends  that  it  has  been 
the  Department’s  practice  to  allow 
adjustments  for  indirect  selling 
expenses  on  sales  to  related  parties  and 
to  adjust  for  indirect  selling  expenses 
incurred  before  the  sale  to  the  first 
unrelated  party  on  ESP  sales.  See  Final 
Results  of  Antidumping  Duty 
Administrative  Review;  Brass  Sheet  and 
Strip  From  Sweden,  57  FR  2706,  2707 
(1992).  If  the  Department  makes  an 
adjustment  on  ESP  sales  for  indirect 
selling  expenses  incurred  on  sales  to 
related  companies,  then  in  order  to 
achieve  an  apples-to-apples  comparison, 
SKF  contends  that  indirect  selling 
expenses  incurred  on  sales  to  related 
companies  in  the  HM  must  also  be 
allowed. 

SKF  argues  that  the  Department  has 
compounded  this  problem  by  reducing 
the  non-SOS  indir^  selling  expense 
totals.  SKF  argues  that  whe^er  or  not 
the  Department  accepts  the  SKF  French 
manufacturing  companies’  indirect 
selling  expenses  on  SOS  sales,  the  ratio 
of  all  indirect  selling  expenses  that 
these  companies  incurred  to  all  their 
HM  sales  is  a  reasonable  calculation  of 
the  adjustment  factor. 

Torrington  argues  that  the  Department 
was  correct  in  disallowing  SOS’s  first 
level  of  selling  expenses  because  SKF’s 
allocation  meUiodology  makes  no 
distinction  between  expenses  to 
unrelated  buyers  and  those  incurred  on 
transfers  to  ^S.  Torrington  claims  that 
SKF’s  methodology  is  defective  because 
it  assumes  that  indirect  selling  expenses 
are  incurred  equally  on  a  per  imit  basis 
for  related  and  unrelated  sales. 
Torrington  claims  that  the  Department  ' 
properly  reduced  the  SKF 
manufacturing  companies’  indirect 
selling  expenses  by  the  ratio  of 
unrelated  sales  to  total  sales. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disallowed 
SOS’s  first-level  selling  expenses,  which 
include  the  indirect  selling  expenses  of 
the  SKF  manufacturing  companies 
incurred  on  sales  made  between  SKF 
and  SOS,  because  they  are  expenses 
between  related  parties  that  we  consider 
to  be  inter-related  company  transfers. 

See  AFBs  I.  56  FR  31692  and  AFBs  n. 

57  FR  at  28411. 

Because  the  SKF-France  companies 
included  sales  to  SOS  in  their 
calculation  of  indirect  selling  expenses, 
we  have  reduced  the  HM  selling 
expense  totals  by  class  or  kind  on  the 
basis  of  the  ratio  of  related  party  sales 


to  total  sales  as  reported  in  the  Section 
A  HM  response. 

Comment  31:  Torrington  argues  that 
NPBS  failed  to  demonstrate  the 
reliability  of  its  methodology  for  the 
allocation  of  selling  expenses  to  U.S. 
sales.  According  to  Torrington,  the 
Department  should  reject  these  reported 
expenses  and  apply  the  highest 
expenses  reported  by  any  Japanese 
respondent  as  the  b^t  information 
available. 

NPBS  explains  that  selling  expenses 
were  allocated  to  the  U.S.  market  based 
on  the  amount  of  time  export  division  ' 
personnel  spent  on  U.S.  activities 
relative  to  total  export  activities. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington.  NPBS’  reported 
methodology  inappropriately  allocates 
export  selling  expenses  and  indirect 
selling  exp>enses  based  on  an  estimate  of 
the  amount  of  time  that  export  division 
personnel  spent  on  sales  to  the  United 
States  relative  to  total  export  activities. 
Instead  we  have  relied  on  a  more 
reasonable  and  reliable  allocation 
methodology  by  which  the  total  amount 
of  export  selling  expenses  are  allocated 
by  the  ratio  of  the  total  value  of  U.S. 
sales  over  the  value  of  total  export  sales. 

Comment  32:  Torrington  contends 
that  NPBS  has  not  demonstrated  how 
certain  HM  indirect  selling  expenses 
relate  to  sales,  much  less  sales  of  such 
or  similar  merchandise.  Torrington 
argues  that,  for  the  final  results,  the 
Department  should  reject  NPBS’  HM 
indirect  selling  expenses  or,  at  a 
minimum,  exclude  those  expenses  that 
are  clearly  corporate  in  nature. 

NPBS  argues  that  it  attributed  the 
prop>er  amoiuit  of  indirect  expenses  to 
the  merchandise  under  review.  NPBS 
notes  that  its  indirect  selling  expense 
rate  was  properly  calculated  by  dividing 
total  indirect  selling  expenses 
applicable  to  all  sales  by  the  total  sales 
revenue. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington.  We  verified  that  NPBS’ 
indirect  selling  expenses  are  associated 
with  sales  of  such  or  similar 
merchandise. 

Comment  33:  Torrington  asserts  that 
NTN  failed  to  include  in  its  reported 
U.S.  indirect  selling  expenses  exchange 
charges  and  export  commissions 
incurred  in  Japan.  According  to 
Torrington.  the  Department’s 
verification  findings  provide  no  basis 
for  the  belief  that  the  expenses  in 
question  did  not  pertain  to  U.S.  sales. 
Therefore.  Torrington  requests  that  the 
Department  include  these  expenses  in 
its  calculation  of  NTN’s  U.S.  indirect 
selling  expenses  for  the  final  results. 

NTN  responds  that  export 
commissions  include  certain  charges 


that  are  already  included  in  NTN’s 
reported  movement  charges,  and  that 
e^^ange  charges  pertain  to  transactions 
between  NTN  and  its  U.S.  subsidiary. 

As  a  result,  NTN  asserts  that  the 
Department  should  not  include  these 
expenses  as  part  of  U.S.  indirect  selling 
expenses. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington.  At  verification,  we  fo\md 
that  exchange  charges  include  not  only 
adjustments  for  ex^ange  rate 
fluctuations,  but  also  b^k  charges  and 
commissions  associated  with  foreign 
sales.  Further,  we  have  no  evidence  that 
export  commissions  comprise  either 
payments  to  related  parties  or  expenses 
that  NTN  has  already  reported 
elsewhere  in  its  response.  Therefore,  we 
find  no  basis  for  excluding  these 
expenses  fiom  NTN’s  reported  export 
selling  expenses,  and  have  included 
them  in  our  calculation  of  ESP  for  these 
final  results. 

Comment  34:  Torrington  argues  that 
several  of  NTN’s  downward  adjustments 
to  U.S.  indirect  selling  expenses  are 
unsupported.  Specifically,  Torrington 
objects  to  NTN’s  use  of  imputed  interest 
expenses  on  antidumping  duty  cash 
deposits  on  both  tapered  roller  bearings 
and  antifriction  becuings  to  reduce  the 
aggregate  amount  of  U.S.  indirect  selling 
expenses,  and  NTN’s  exclusion  from 
U.S.  indirect  selling  expenses  of  certain 
expenses  incurred  for  a  liaison  facility 
that  appear  to  be  directly  related  to  the 
sales  subject  to  this  review. 

Accordingly,  Torrington  requests  that 
the  Department  deny  NTN's  claimed 
adjustments  to  its  U.S.  indirect  selling 
expenses. 

NTN  rejects  Torrington ’s  arguments 
on  the  grounds  that  the  Department 
verified  the  data  on  NTN’s  U.S.  indirect 
selling  expenses,  and  found  no 
discrepancies.  NTN  further  argues  that 
the  Department  accepted  certain  of  the 
adjustments  in  question  in  the  previous 
administrative  reviews.  Therefore,  NTN 
concludes  that  the  Department  should 
accept  NTN’s  reported  adjustments  to 
U.S.  indirect  selling  expenses. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
NTN.  We  do  not  consider  cash  deposits 
of  estimated  antidumping  duties  to  be 
direct  selling  ex{>enses.  Therefore,  we 
also  do  not  consider  interest  paid  on 
such  deposits  to  constitute  a  direct 
selling  expense.  Accordingly,  we  have 
accepted,  in  principle,  Nl^’s  offset  to 
interest  expenses  for  interest  paid  on 
cash  deposits.  We  also  accept  NTN’s 
downward  adjustment  to  total  U.S. 
indirect  selling  expenses  for  expenses 
that  are  related  to  its  liaison  facility, 
because  these  expenses  are  attributable 
to  purchase  price  sales. 
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In  its  quastionaaira  rasponse,  NTN 
based  its  calculation  of  its  indirect 

selling  expenses  on  the  pool  of  common 
expenses,  applicable  to  ^  products, 
incurred  by  its  U.S.  subsidiaiy.  For  this 
reason.  1^114  adjuMed  interest  expenses 
using  amoimts  pertaining  to  non-sulqect 
mer^andise.  Given  the  method  that 
NTN  used  to  prepare  its  response,  we 
find  that  this  adjustment  is  appropriate. 
At  verification,  we  confirmed  the 
accuracy  and  completeness  of  NTN 's 
U.S.  indirect  selling  expense  data,  and 
of  the  data  on  whi(±  NTN  based  the 
adjustments  to  these  expenses.  As  a 
result,  we  have  allowed  NTN's  reported 
adjustments  to  its  U.S.  indirect  selliiig 
expenses  for  these  final  results. 

Comment  35:  Torrington  argues  that 
NTN*s  allocation  of  U.S.  and  HM 
indirect  selliiig  expenses  according  to 
levels  of  trade  is  unnecessary  and 
inconsistent  with  Dei»rtment  practice. 
According  to  Torrington,  NTN  has 
allocated  its  HM  and  U.S.  indirect 
selling  expenses  using  methods  that 
bear  no  rs^tionship  to  tire  manner  in 
which  the  expenses  are  incurred. 
Torrington  notes  that  the  respective 
allocation  methods  result  in  an 
excessive  allocation  of  irxlirect  selling 
expenses  to  OEM  sales  in  the  HM,  and 
an  under-allocetion  of  such  expenses  to 
C£M  sales  in  the  United  States. 
Torrington  also  notes  that  allocation  of 
indirect  setting  expenses  is 
inappropriate  becauae  such  expenses, 
by  d^nition,  apply  to  all  sales. 
Therefore,  Torrington  requests  that  the 
Depaitnent  raallinta  NTN's  HM  and 
U.&  indirect  selling  expenses  according 
to  total  sales  value,  without  regard  to 
differences  in  level  of  trade. 


NTN  responds  that  the  alleged 
discrepancies  that  Torrington  found 
betureen  the  results  of  NTO’s  method  of 
allocating  HM  indirect  selling  aocpenses 
and  those  of  Torrington'a  propos^ 
method  ere  inaccurate,  beinuse 
Torrir^on  distorted  NTN’s  allocation 
method.  Aocordiiig  to  NTN.  its 
allocation  method,  when  properly 
applied,  yields  results  that  are  similar  to 
those  obtained  when  allocating  HM 
indirect  selling  armoaes  according  to 
sales  value.  NTN  nuther  argues  that  the 
Department  haa  previously  verified 
NTN’s  indirect  selling  expense  data  and 
allocation  methods,  and  has  accepted 
them  without  question  in  other  cases. 
Therefore.  NTN  concludes  that  the 
Depertaent  should  not  reallocate  NTN’s 
U.S.  or  HM  indirect  selling  expenses  for 
these  final  results. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington.  *1110  methods  that  NTN  used 
to  allorata  its  indirect  aalHng  expenses 
do  not  bear  any  relationship  to  the 
manner  in  which  NTN  incurs  the 


expanses  in  question,  tharel^  learhng  to 
distorted  allocations.  Further,  we  find 
NTN’s  aUocatkms  according  to  lavais  of 
trade  misplaced,  becauae  NTN  has  made 
no  attempt  to  dmnonstrate  that  its 
indhact  sellii^  expanses  vary  across 
levels  of  trade.  Therefore,  wo  have 
allocated  NTN^s  HM  and  U.S.  indirect 
selling  expenses  over  respective  total 
sales  values,  without  regard  for  levels  of 
trade,  for  these  final  results. 


/.  Miscellaneous  Charges 


Comment  36:  Federal-Mogul  aiguea 
that  the  iaspectioa  fee  plao^  on 
bearings  exported  from  Japan  by  the 
Japan  Bearing  Inspection  Institute  (JBD) 
should  be  dassified  as  a  movement 
expense  rather  than  as  an  indirect  or 
direct  selling  expense.  Federal-Mogul 
alleges  that  NSKapprapriataly  reported 
the  export  inspection  fw  as  a  separate 
movement  expense  while  Nachi.  NPBS 
and  NSK  reported  the  fee  as  a  direct 
selling  expense  and  NTN  reported  the 
inspection  fee  as  an  indirect  selling 
expense. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Federal-Mogul.  The  JBQ  does  not 
provide  movement  services  to 
manufacturers/exporters  of  AFBa. 
Rather,  the  inspection  fee  represents  a 
cost  incurred  by  AFB  manumctur«rs/ 
exporters  to  ensure  the  quality  of  the 
piquets  being  produced  by  the 
Japanese  bearing  industry.  Therefore, 
we  view  this  mandatory  inspection  fee 
on  all  bearings  exported  as  a  direct 
selling  expense  and  have  made  a 
circumstance-of-sale  adjustment  for  this 
expense  for  these  final  results. 

Comment  37:  Torrington  argues  thai 
the  Department  erroneously  treated 
NSK’s  payments  to  distributors  for 
delivery  on  behalf  of  NSK  as  direct 
selling  expenses.  According  to 
Torrington.  NSK  cannot  lii^  these 
payments  to  specific  sales  of  subject 
merchandise  because  it  calculates  the 
amounts  paid  for  ell  products  delivered 
on  behalf  of  NSK.  Therefore,  Torruigton 
concludes  that  the  Departmmrt  should 
treat  this  expense  as  an  indirect  selling 
expense  for  the  final  results. 

USK  responds  that  it  reported 
expenses  UManred  for  delivery  by 
distributors  oa  behalf  of  NSK  cm  a 
distributor-specific  basts,  and  that  the 
payments  are  calculated  based  on  a 
fixed  peicenfege  of  the  value  of  all 
merchandisa  cMiverecL  Becanaa  this 
expense  is  diatributor-specafic  and  is 
paid  as  a  fixed  percentage  of  all 
merchandise.  NSK  maintains  that  the 


Department  properly  (xwstderad  this 
expeoM  to  be  a  direct  selling  expenae. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
NSK.  At  verification  we  laaraad  that 
NSK  incurs  this  expanse  pursuairt  to 


contracts  with  its  distribihors,  and  that 
tha  contracts  sfipulata  that 
calculatM  its  payments  to  indivkhtal 
distrfimtors  as  a  firead  pmcaotaga  of  all 
merchandise  delivared  by  the 
distributor.  NSK  reported  this  erqreme 
on  a  dfetributar-spacific  faesb.  B^use 
NSK  tncnirs  this  expanse  as  a  fixed 
percentage  of  all  merchaisdisa  delivered 
by  individuBl  dirtrihutora,  wa  are 
satufied  that  NSK’s  distributor-specafic 
repotting  of  this  expmse  adequately 
reacts  its  deUvety  expenses  on  salw  of 
subject  merchatKiise.  'This  is  because 
such  a  methodology  achievas  toe  same 
result  as  adjusting  the  total  daiivoy 
expenae  by  the  ratio  of  scope  to  non¬ 
scope  merchandise.  Asa  resnk.  we  have 
treated  this  expense  as  a  diract  selling 
expense  Inr  these  final  results. 

5.  Cost  of  Production  and  Constructed 
Value 

A.  Cost  Test  Methodology 

Comment  1:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department’s  test  to  determine 
whether  sales  b^ow  cost  have  been 
made  over  an  extended  period  of  time 
should  not  be  applied  to  respondents 
that  have  a  histwy  of  selling  below  cost 
in  previous  segments  of  this  proceeding. 
Torrington  contends  that  certain 
respoii^nts  have  already  demonstrated 
below-cost  sales  over  an  extended 
period  of  time  by  habitually  selling  at 
below-cost  prices  in  the  HM  in  previous 
reviews  and/or  the  original 
invastig^ion.  Specifically.  Torrington 
idenUfim  SKF,  FAG.  INA.  CMN.  NTN. 
NSK.  NPB.  Nadu.  Koyo.  NMB,  RHP. 
and  SARMA  as  respondents  toet  have 
riMde  sales  below  coat  in  previous 
reviews  and/or  the  miginal  investigation 
of  at  least  one  class  or  kind  of 
merdiandise.  According  to  Torrington 
UiOTe  is  rro  reason  for  the  Department  to 
apply  the  three-month  test  to  toese 
companies.  Rather,  toe  Department 
should  immediately  disregard  their 
below-cost  sales  if  they  era  srtostantial, 
i.e.,  if  the  Department’s  ten  percent  test 
is  met. 

FAG.  SKF.  Riff.  D4A,  GMN.  and  Koyo 
respond  that  Toningtoa’s  position  is 
incorrect  and  should  be  rejected  by  the 
Efepartmont.  FAG,  (MN,  INA,  SKF  and 
Koyo  argue  thet  tlw  extended  period  of 
time  test  is  required  by  the  stetute  and 
has  been  specifically  upheld  by  the 
courts  (see,  Toho  Titanium  Co.  v. 

United  Sates.  11 OT  160, 657  F.  Supp. 
1280  (1987)).  FAG.  GMN  and  SKF  also 
argy»  that  ^  decisions  in  each  review 
must  be  based  on  substanfial  evidence 
OB  toe  record,  with  toe  racord  in  each 
review  being  eeperaile  from  tha  reewds 
in  previous  reviews.  Ther^ara,  findings 
from  a  previous  review  period,  or  toe 
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original  investiution,  cannot  be 
substantial  evidence  diuing  the  current 
review  period.  FAG,  GMN,  and  SKF 
note  that  the  adoption  of  Torrington’s 
proposal  would  conflict  with  the 
remedial  nature  of  the  dumping  law  by 
failing  to  account  for  corrective 
measures  that  exporters  might  take  with 
regard  to  the  extended-period  rule.  SKF 
alro  argues  that  Torrington  confuses  the 
notion  of  “reasonable  grounds  to  believe 
or  suspect”  sales  below  cost,  which  is 
requir^  to  initiate  a  sales-below-cost 
investigation,  with  the  findings 
necessary  to  justify  rejection  of  HM 
sales  and  resort  to  constructed  value. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington.  Section  773(b)(1)  of  the 
Tariff  Act  is  designed  to  ensure  that 
below-cost  sales  are  not  disregarded  if 
these  sales  occurred  over  a  short  period 
of  time  or  resulted  firom  normal  business 
practices,  such  as  selling  obsolete  or 
end-of-year  merchandise  at  below-cost 
prices.  Below-cost  sales  in  at  least  three 
months  out  of  the  review  period  is  a 
reasonable  indication  that  sales  below 
COP  are  not  random,  accidental,  or 
sporadic. 

Section  773(b)(1)  does  not  direct  that, 
once  below-cost  sales  are  found  over  an 
extended  period  of  time  in  one  segment 
of  the  proceeding,  the  Department 
should  presume  for  the  other  segments 
of  the  proceeding  that  below  cost  sales 
are  being  made  over  an  extended  period 
of  time.  Since  pricing  practices  may 
change,  what  occurred  earlier  may  not 
be  relevant  in  the  current  period. 
Calculations  of  antidumping  duties  for  a 
specific  review  period  must  be  based  on 
the  pricing  activities  that  occur  during 
that  review  period.  It  follows  that  each 
element  of  the  Department’s  below-cost 
test  must  also  be  based  on  pricing 
activities  from  the  period  being 
reviewed.  Therefore,  we  disagree  with 
Torrington’s  argument  that  since  a 
respondent  sold  below  cost  for  an 
extended  period  of  time  in  a  past 
review/investigation,  the  Department 
should  automatically  assume  that  any 
below-cost  sales  in  the  current  POR  are 
also  made  over  an  extended  period  of 
time. 

We  agree  with  respondents  that 
relying  on  prior  periods  to  satisfy  the 
extended  period  of  time  test  for  this  and 
all  future  reviews  would  not  account  for 
corrective  measures  that  exporters  might 
take  regarding  their  HM  pricing 
practices. 

B.  Research  and  Development 

Comment  2:  Torrington  claims  that 
the  Department  should  treat  INA’s 
research  and  development  (R&D)  costs 
as  a  COM  expense  and  not  as  an  indirect 
selling  expense.  Torrington  argues  that. 


since  respondent  is  unable  to  separate 
product-specific,  product-line,  and 
general  R&D.  all  R&D  should  treated 
as  a  fabrication  cost.  See  AFBs  II,  57  FR 
at  28416  and  Final  Determination  of 
Sales  At  Less  Than  Fair  Value;  Erasable 
Programmable  Read  Only  Memories 
(EPROMS)  From  Japan,  51  FR  39680, 
39682  (1986).  Petitioner  further  argues 
that  R&D  is  not  a  selling  expense  but 
either  a  fabrication  cost  or  a  G&A 
expense  depending  on  whether  the  R&D 
expenditures  are  product-specific  or 
general  in  natiire.  Torrinrton  claims  that 
INA  should  be  capable  of  identifying 
specific  R&D  ei^nditures  and  reporting 
them  accordingly.  Torrin^on  concludes 
that  the  Department  should  apply  a  BIA 
rate  with  respect  to  INA’s  R&D  expense. 

INA  responds  that  the  Department’s 
questionnaire  instructs  respondents  to 
classify  R&D  costs  as  indirect  selling 
expenses  for  purposes  of  calculating 
U.S.  price  and  FMV,  and  as  G&A  for 
purposes  of  calculating  CV.  INA  further 
notes  that  based  on  the  verification  in 
the  second  review,  the  Department 
reclassified  INA’s  R&D  costs  from 
indirect  selling  expenses  to  general 
administrative  expenses. 

Department’s  Position:  Since  INA’s 
R&D  expenditures  were  general  in 
nature,  we  do  not  consider  these 
expenses  to  be  peurt  of  the  COM  for 
specific  products.  Therefore,  for  the 
purposes  of  CV,  we  treated  these 
expenses  as  general  administrative 
exj^nses. 

Comment  3:  Torrington  claims  that 
the  Department  should  reject  FAG- 
Italy’s  reported  R&D  amoimts  because 
they  were  calculated  on  a  product-line, 
rather  than  a  product-specific,  basis. 
Torrington  also  argues  that  the  reported 
general  R&D  costs  should  have  bmn 
classified  as  part  of  COM  rather  than  as 
an  element  of  G&A  in  the  calculation  of 
COP  and  CV. 

In  rebuttal,  FAG-Italy  maintains  that 
the  record  is  clear  that  product-line  R&D 
ratios  could  not  be  calculated  on  a 
product-specific  basis  and  that  general 
R&D  costs  were  properly  included  as  an 
element  of  G&A  expense. 

Department's  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington.  In  our  supplemental 
questionnaire  to  Section  D,  we  asked 
FAG-ltaly  whether  it  could  allocate 
R&D  expenses  on  a  product-specific 
basis.  FAG-Italy  stated  that  it  could  not, 
as  its  cost  accounting  system  did  not 
track  R&D  activities  on  a  product- 
specific  or  class  or  kind  basis.  In  lieu  of 
a  product-specific  allocation,  it 
allocated  R&D  expenses  over  all  roller 
bearing  products  in  proportion  to  their 
cost  of  goods  sold.  Because  this  product¬ 
line  methodology  is  reasonable  and 
consistent  with  FAG-Italy’s  normal' 


accounting  system,  we  have  no  basis  for 
rejecting  FAG-Italy’s  product-line 
reporting  of  R&D  expenses. 

We  disagree  also  with  Torrington’s 
suggestion  that  it  was  improper  to 
include  general  R&D  expenses  as  an 
element  of  G&A  when  calculating  COP 
and  CV.  We  note  that,  in  our 
questionnaire,  we  specifically  instructed 
respondents  to  allocate  R&D  that  was 
not  related  to  a  specific  product  or 
product  line  to  all  products  of  the 
company  and  to  include  it  in  G&A. 
Therefore,  it  would  be  inappropriate  to 
reallocate  general  R&D  expenses  to 
COM,  as  suggested  by  Torrington. 

Comment  4:  Torrington  argues  that 
RHP’s  general  R&D  costs  should  be 
reclassified  as  fabrication  costs  because 
it  is  highly  unlikely  that  RHP  incurs 
only  general  R&D  costs,  as  all  products 
incur  specific  R&D  costs.  Torrington 
further  argues  that  NSK-Europe’s  1991 
annual  report  shows  that  product- 
specific  R&D  costs  are  incurred  in  the 
European  Research  Center  (“ERC”). 
Torrington  asserts  that  RHP  has  not 
clearly  shown  that  none  of  the  ERC’s 
projects  afiected,  or  was  related  to,  sales 
during  the  POR.  Therefore,  Torrington 
asks  that  RHP’s  R&D  costs  be  attributed 
to  cost  of  manufacture. 

RHP  responds  that  Torrington’s 
allegations  are  unsupported  by  the 
record.  According  to  RHP,  NSK- 
Europe’s  annual  report  shows  only  that 
the  ERC  was  expected  to  do  general 
bearing  research  that  would  benefit  the 
aerospace  industry  and  that  the  ERC’s 
efiorts  would  be  to  the  general  benefit 
of  the  companies  participating  in  its 
operation.  Finally.  RHP  argues  that  the 
ERC  did  not  begin  operating  until  the 
end  of  February  1992,  only  two  months 
before  the  end  of  the  POR,  and  therefore 
had  no  effect  on  RHP’s  sales  during  the 
POR. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
RHP.  Nothing  on  the  record  indicates 
that  RHP’s  R&D  expenses  should  be 
reclassified,  and  we  are  satisfied  that  the 
ERC’s  activities  did  not  have  an  impact 
on  sales  during  the  POR.  Therefore,  we 
accepted  RHP’s  R&D  as  a  general 
expense  for  this  review. 

C.  Profit  for  Constructed  Value 

Comment  5;  Torrington  maintains  that 
the  statutory  provisions  that  apply  to 
foreign  market  value  are  applicable 
rega^less  of  whether  HM  price,  third 
country  price,  or  constructed  value  is 
the  basis  for  foreign  market  value.  As 
such,  the  statute  requires  that  sales 
below  cost  must  be  disregarded  in  the 
determination  of  constructed  value. 
Torrington  states  that  by  including 
below-cost  sales  in  its  calculation  of  the 
profit  amount  of  constructed  value,  the 
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Depertment  is  not  disregarding  those 
sales,  but  using  them  to  detannine 
foreign  market  value.  Tcurington 
coniands  that  if  such  sales  ware  - 
properly  "disregarded,"  constructed 
value  profit  wo^  bo  calculated  based 
oi^  on  sales  above  cost 
Torrington  argues  that  while  the 
original  intent  ^  Congress  in  the  below- 
cost  provisions  of  the  statute  was  to 
prevent  foreign  producers  from  lowering 
their  HM  prices  to  dieguise  dumping, 
the  Department’s  methodology,  whk^ 
include  the  below-cost  sales  in  the 
calculation  of  profit  for  constructed 
value,  provides  "an  obvious  incentive  to 
minimize  constructed  value”  1^  usiitg 
below<x)6t  sales  in  the  profit 
calculations,  with  respondants  often 
obtaining  the  statutory  minimum  profit 
of  eight  peroent. 

Torrii^on  contends  that  the 
expression  "m<dittery  course  of  trade"  as 
defined  in  IS  U.SXX  1£77(15}  "parallels 
19  U.S.C1 1677(b)  (quoted  supra),  which 
indicates  that  balow-cost  salro  are  not  to 
be  considered  ‘normal*  sales  (Le..  sales 
in  the  ‘normal  course  of  trade’)."  Since 
"sales  outside  the  'normal  coarse  of 
trade’  are  sales  outside  the  ‘ordinary 
course  of  trade,"’  Tonington  argues  that 
"below-cost  sales  must  1m  di«^gasded 
in  calculating  ‘conatrucled  value’  profit, 
when  made  in  subetential  quantities 
over  an  extended  pwiod  of  time.” 
Torrington  fiirther  points  out  that  the 
United  St^es  has  taken  this  position  in 
the  frunework  of  the  Gmieral  A^eement 
on  Tariffs  and  Trade  (GATT).  Also  the 
domestic  statutes  of  the  European 
Community,  Cmiada,  and  Australia  also 
reflect  this  understanding. 

Respondents  nwintain  that  it  would 
be  incorrect  for  the  Department  to 
disregard  below-cost  sales  in  the 
calculation  of  constructed  value 
because: 

(1)  This  position  is  not  suppmled  by 
a  pfopw  reading  of  the  statute; 

(2)  The  international  agreements  and 
foreign  legal  determinations  referred  to 
by  Torrington  do  not  support  its 
argument  and  are  not  relevant  to  the 
administration  of  the  U.S.  antkhunpisg 
law;  and 

(3)  This  position  would  impose  an 
immense  l^sticel  burden  on  both  the 
respondants  and  the  Department. 

Departmeat’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington ’s  cotoention  that  the 
calculation  of  profit  should  be  based 
only  on  sales  that  are  priced  above  the 
cost  of  production.  Se^on  773(e)(3KB) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  specifically  imposes  a 
variety  of  requiremants  on  the 
calculation  c!  profit  in  determinii^ 
constTuctod  value.  Nanaaly.  the  profit 
should  be  equal  to  that  usually  reflected 
in  sales:  (1)  Of  the  same  genend  class  or 


kind  of  aetchandrsa;  (2)  nmda  by 
producars  in  tha  country  of  axpoitatioa: 
(3)  in  tha  usual  commercial  quiutitias; 
and  (4)  in  the  ordinary  course  oi  trade. 
Thea,  the  statute  does  not  ex{didtly 
provide  that  below-cost  sales  ba 
disregarded  in  the  calculaticm  of  profit 
The  detailed  nature  of  this  sub-aectimi 
su^ests  that  my  requirenamt 
concerning  the  exclusion  of  below-oost 
sales  in  the  calculation  oi  profit  for 
constructed  value  would  Im  explicitiy 
included  in  this  provisiaa.  According, 
it  would  be  inappropriate  lor  the 
Department  to  reiul  such  a  nquireoient 
into  the  statute. 

It  would  be  similarly  inappr<^>riate  to 
hold  that  sales  below  cost  ars 
automaticaily  outside  the  ordinary 
course  of  hade.  Whan  CV  is  used  as  the 
basis  for  FMV.  the  Department  is 
required  to  calculate  profit  based  on 
sales  of  merchandise  tiiat  ara,  niter  aiia, 
made  in  the  ordinary  course  oi  trade. 
Contrary  to  Torrington ‘a  assertions, 
however,  in  the  definition  of  "ordinary 
course  of  trade,"  section  771(15)  of  the 
Tariff  Act  does  not  exdude  or  even 
mention  sales  below-cost 

The  term  ‘ordinary  coarse  cf  trade*  means 
the  conditions  and  practices  which,  fora 
reasonable  tiine  prior  to  the  exportation  of 
the  merchandise  which  is  the  subiect  of  an 
investigatkn,  have  been  normal  in  the  trade 
under  oonaderation  with  respect  to 
merchandise  of  the  jfune  class  or  kind. 

Thus,  akhough  the  Department  is 
required  to  calculate  profit  for 
constructed  value  based  on  sales  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade,  this 
recpiiremenl  does  not  necessitate  the 
exdnsion  of  below-cost  safes  in  tMs 
calculation. 

Finally,  section  773fi>)  of  the  Tariff 
Act.  which  requires  tlm  Department  to 
disregard  cortain  sales  below  the  cost  of 
production  in  the  calculation  of  FMV, 
suggests  that  below-cost  sales  perse  are 
not  outside  the  ordinary  cxjurse  of  trade. 
Not  only  are  sales  below  the  exist  of 
productiem  not  defined  as  outside  the 
ordinary  cocirse  of  trade,  but  ira 
interpretation  that  "oxitside  the  ordinary 
course  of  trade"  automatically  inclucfes 
below-cost  safes  would  make  the  below- 
cost  prervision,  wherein  sales  below-cost 
may  be  disregarded  cmly  if  cmlain 
conditions  are  satisfied,  mitirely 
unnecessary.  Thirs,  there  is  no  theory 
with  respect  to  "ordinaiy  course  of 
trade"  that  is  both  consistant  with  the 
various  references  to  "ordinary  exjurse 
of  trade”  in  the  statute  and  that  requires 
the  Department  to  base  the  calculaticai 
of  pro&  only  on  sales  ^wve  the  exist  of 
pr^oction.  Torringtou’s  references  to 
the  legislative  history  of  the  Trade  Act 
in  support  of  its  position  to  the  contrary 
are  unpersuasive,  tmd  referenoes  to 


GATT  as  well  as  to  Canadian, 

Australia.  «id  EjCfew  cannot  be 
considered  in  It^  of  the  eferity  of  our 
statutory  ftnmewoik  on  this  issue. 
Consequently,  we  have  continued  our 
normal  praettee  of  using  the  greatw  of 
the  rate  of  profit  provicM  in  the 
respemse  or  the  statutory  ei^t  percent 
minimum. 

Comment  6:  Torrington  contends  that, 
if  the  Depmtment  does  not  calculate 
profit  forCV  besed  only  on  sales  above 
the  exist  of  production,  it  should  use  a 
profit  rate  besed  on  all  reported  HM 
sales  rather  than  the  statutory  imnimum 
of  ei^t  percent  reported  by  certain 
(ximpanies. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disa^ee 
with  petitioner  that  reported  sales  in 
this  cxise  would  be  the  appropriate 
foundation  for  a  profit  rate  in  our 
calcmlation  of  constructed  value. 

Section  773(e)(1)(B)  of  the  Tariff  Act 
directs  us  to  use  profit  equal  to  that 
usually  reflected  in  sales  of  the  same 
general  class  or  kind  of  merchandise. 
However,  we  requested  that  all 
respondents  report  only  sales  of  such  or 
similar  merchandise,  and  NSK,  FAG- 
Italy,  FAG-UK,  and  INA-Gennaiiy 
reported  only  those  sales.  We  do  not 
believe  that  the  profit  on  the  sales  of 
such  or  similar  merchandise  can  be 
presumed  to  be  representative  of  the 
profit  for  the  general  class  or  kind  of 
merchandise.  Instead  ofcakaiiating 
profit  only  on  such  or  similar 
merchandise,  we  calculated  {nofit  based 
on  the  class  or  kind.  Because  the  proGi 
we  calculated  for  NSIC,  FAG-4tely, 
FAG-UK.  and  D4A-Gennany  was  less 
than  eight  percent,  we  have  used  the 
statutory  minimum  of  aight  percent 

Comment  7:  RHP-UK  claims  that  due 
to  a  clerical  error  it  reported  hi  its 
questionnaire  response  pre^  levels  fm' 
certain  transactions  that  greatly 
exceeded  the  eight  percent  statutory 
minimum.  RHP-UK  contends  a 
review  of  the  record  indicates  that  these 
profit  rates  are  "clearly  eiToneous,"  and 
that  the  actual  profit  rates  tore  Ifefew  the 
eight  peroent  minimum. 

Torrington  argues  that  RHP  failed  to 
provide  any  demonstrsticHi  that  its 
profit  on  safes  was  less  than  the 
eight-percmit  statutory  minimum. 
Torrin^on  claims  that  evidmice  of 
record  suggests  that  RHP  may  have 
undersized  its  average  profit  Federal- 
Mogul  argues  that  the  existence  of  an 
error  must  be  so  obvious  fiem  the 
evidence  of  recced  that  failure  to  correct 
it  constitutes  an  Ziuse  of  discretion. 
Federal-Mogul  contmds  that  RHP’s 
alleged  error  is  not  at  all  obvksus  on  this 
record  and  therefore  should  not  be 
conected. 
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Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Federal-Mogul  and  Torrin^cHi.  The 
record  does  not  establish  £at  RHP’s 
profit  is  "clearly  erroneous,"  and  RHP 
did  not  attempt  to  correct  its  data  in  a 
timely  manner.  Therefore,  we  have  not 
changed  RHP’s  reported  profit  levels. 

Comment  8:  Tonington  argues  that 
while  NMB/Pelmec  c^culat^  separate 
profits  for  NMB-made  models  and 
Pelmec-made  models,  the  Department 
should  use  instead  the  average  profit 
earned  by  NMB/Pelmec  on  unrelated- 
party  sales  to  calculate  CV.  Citing  to  19 
U.S.C.  1677b(e)(l),  Tonington  contends 
that  the  statute  contemplates  a  single 
average  profit  based  on  respondent’s 
earnings  on  the  “same  general  class  or 
kind”  of  merchandise. 

NMB/Pelroec  argues  that  the  statute 
does  not  require  that  the  same  average 
profit  value  be  applied  to  all  models 
under  review.  In  NMB/Pelmec’s  view, 
there  is  no  statutory  authority  requiring 
the  use  of  a  single  average  profit  for  all 
CV  models.  NMB/Pelmec  maintains  that 
the  statute  merely  prohibits  the  use  of 
a  profit  value  derived  from  products  not 
of  the  "same  class  or  kind  as  the  U.S. 
models  under  consideration."  Citing 
Color  Television  Receivers  frt>m 
Taiwan;  Final  Determination  of  Sales  at 
Less  than  Fair  Value,  49  FR  7628  (March 
1, 1984),  NMB/Pelmw  states  that  the 
Department  requires  an  exact 
measurement  of  a  company’s  CV  for 
each  model  under  consideration.  NMB/ 
Pelmec  argues  that  the  Department  does 
not  apply  a  single  average  cost  of 
manufacturing  to  each  CV  model.  The 
manufacturing  costs  used  for  CV  are 
model-specific.  Therefore,  profits  that 
are  obtained  by  subtracting  costs  from 
revenue  should  also  be  m^el-specific. 

NMB/Pelmec  further  states  that  the 
language  of  19  U.S.C  1677b(e)(l}(B) 
regarding  "sales  of  merchandise  of  the 
same  general  class  or  kind  as  the 
merchandise  luider  consideration” 
should  not  be  interpreted  to  require  a 
single  general  expense  and  profit  value 
for  all  models,  especially  since  NMB/ 
Pelmec  keeps  its  books  in  a  manner  that 
provides  greater  specificity  than  the 
class  or  kind  level. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  NMB/Pelmec’s  assertion  that  19 
U.S.C.  1677b(e)(l)(B)  permits  the 
calculation  of  profit  for  CV  on  a  model- 
specific  basis.  Our  interpretation  of  the 
words  "same  general  class  or  kind”  is 
much  broader  and,  in  the  case  of  NMB/ 
Pelmec,  covers  all  sub)ect  ball  bearings. 
The  fact  that  NMB/Pelmec’s  accounting 
records  allow  it  to  provide  greater 
specificity  than  the  general  class  or  kind 
level  is  irrelevant. 

While  we  agree  that  Torrington’s 
suggestion  that  profit  could  be 


calculated  on  the  same  general  class  or 
kind,  we  disagree  that  cmly  profit  on 
imrelated  party  sales  shoula  be  used. 

For  reasons  similar  to  those  for  which 
we  include  below-cost  sales  in  the  profit 
calculation,  we  have  included  NMB/ 
Pelmec’s  Thai  sales  to  related  parties  in 
the  profit  calculation.  (See  Comment  4 
in  Sef^tion  B:  Profit  for  Constructed 
Value.) 

D.  Related  Party  Inputs 

Comment  9:  Tonington  argues  that  in 
accordance  with  19  U.S.C  1677b(e)(3), 
transfer  prices  for  certain  parts  and  balls 
submitted  by  NMB/Pelmec-Thailand 
and  NMB/Pelmec-Singapore  for  use  in 
the  calculation  of  constructed  value 
should  be  rejected.  Tonington  asserts 
that  the  Department  should  use  the  cost 
of  manufacturing  those  parts  and  bails 
to  determine  constructed  value  for  all 
bearings  incorporating  the  balls  and 
parts  in  question.  Tonington  also  argues 
that  NMB/Pelmec’s  demonstration  of 
arm’s-length  prices  for  machinery, 
equipment,  and  tooling  and  dies 
purchased  finm  related  parties  is 
inadequate.  Tonington  contends  that 
NMB/Pelmec’s  demonstration  of  overall 
profitability  by  its  related  suppUer  does 
not  prove  that  the  equipment  sold  to 
NMB/Pelmec  was  at  arm’s  length. 
Tonington  argues  that  the  Department 
should  reject  the  transfer  prices  and 
instead  use  the  highest  price  found  for 
equipment  purchases  from  imrelated 
parties  as  BIA  for  these  final  results. 

NMB/Pelmec  responds  that  its 
transfer  prices  reflect  market  prices. 
NMB/Pelmec  contends  that,  even 
though  certain  prices  were  below  cost, 
its  questionnaire  response  clearly 
demonstrates  that  the  transfer  price  of 
parts  purchased  from  related  parties  as 
a  whole  exceeded  their  total  cost  of 
production.  NMB/Pelmec  notes  that  the 
Department  has  accepted  its  transfer 
prices  for  components  during  the 
original  fair  value  investigation  and 
ea(^  subsequent  review.  According  to 
'NMB/Pelmec  these  prices  were 
extensively  reviewed  and  confirmed  at 
multiple  on-site  verifications.  NMB/ 
Pelmec  further  states  that  the 
Department  has  also  investigated  and 
confirmed  in  previous  reviews  that  the 
price  of  equipment  purchased  hum 
related  parties  was  above  cost.  In  each 
case,  and  in  the  present  review,  NMB/ 
Pelmec  claims  that  it  provided  data  to 
the  Department  indicating  that  its 
related  party  recovered  all  costs  and 
earned  a  profit.  NMB/Pelmec  claims 
that  Torrington’s  argument  on  overall 
profitability  does  not  apply  to  this  case 
since  the  profit  realized  was  made  on 
the  particular  products  sold. 


Department's  Position:  We  agree  in 
part  with  NMB/Pelmec  Thai  and  NMB/ 
Pelmec  Singapore.  Regarding 
machinery,  equipment,  tooling,  and  dies 
purchased  from  related  parties,  we  find 
that  the  information  in  the  record  is 
sufficient  to  conclude  that  the  transfer 
prices  reported  by  respondents  were  in 
excess  of  the  cost  of  production. 
Specifically,  NMB/Pelmec  Thai  and 
NMB/Pelmec  Singapore  provided 
financial  statements  fitnn  related 
suppliers  that  pertained  specifically  to 
the  equipment  at  issue.  Further,  the 
suppliers  at  issue  sold  only  to 
respondents  and  other  members  of  the 
Minebea  Croup,  which  is  the  parent 
company  of  respondents.  Therefore,  we 
conclude  that  it  is  reasonable  for  us  to 
rely  on  the  financial  statements  that 
respondents  provided  as  the  basis  for 
our  conclusion  that  NMB/Pelmec  Thai 
and  NMB/Pelmec  Singapore  purchased 
equipment  from  related  suppliers  at 
prices  that  were  not  below  COP.  As 
NMB  could  not  provide  information 
concerning  arm’s-length  prices  for  these 
inputs,  we  used  the  transfer  prices  in 
our  calculation  of  CV. 

We  were  also  able  to  use  the 
information  respondents  provided  to 
analyze  whether  the  transfer  prices  paid 
for  bearing  parts  were  above  cost.  For 
each  type  of  part  purchased,  we 
compared  transfer  prices  to  the  cost  of 
the  part.  When  we  found  that  transfer 
prices  were  not  above  cost,  we  made 
upward  adjustments  to  transfer  prices  so 
that  they  reflected  actual  costs.  For  CV, 
the  respondents  also  showed,  where 
possible,  that  the  transf^  prices  were 
arm’s-length  prices.  Where  parts 
purchased  hum  related  parties  were  not 
also  purchased  from  unrelated  parties, 
we  used  the  higher  of  the  transfer  price 
or  the  cost  of  production  of  the  input. 
Because  we  were  able  to  use 
respondents’  data  to  revise  our 
calculations,  we  conclude  that  the 
application  of  BIA  is  not  warranted  in 
this  instance. 

Comment  10:  Tonington  asserts  that 
NSK  failed  to  establish  that  either 
transfer  prices  paid  to  related  suppliers 
for  components,  or  prices  paid  to  related 
subcontractors  for  processing,  were  at 
arm’s  length.  Tonington  claims  that, 
according  to  19  U.S.C.  1677b(e)(3),  if 
NSK  could  not  provide  prices  paid  for 
identical  or  comparable  material  or 
labor  inputs  from  unrelated  suppliers, 
NSK  should  have  supplied  cost 
information.  Torrington  argues  that 
because  NSK  failed  to  report  cost  data, 
the  Department  must  resort  to  BIA  for 
these  final  results. 

NSK  responds  that,  contrary  to 
Tonington’s  assertion,  the  Department 
is  not  required  by  law  to  reject  material 
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transfer  prices  and  subcontractor 
processing  costs  reported  by  NSK. 
According  to  NSK.  section  773(e)(2)  of 
the  Tariff  Act  indicates  that  the 
Department  may  disregard  any 
transactions  between  related  parties  for 
purposes  of  calculating  constructed 
value,  but  it  does  not  have  to  reject 
them.  19  U.S.C.  1677b(e)(2):  19  CFR 
353.50(c). 

NSK  notes  that  verifications 
conducted  in  the  Tapered  Roller 
Bearings  proceedings  found  that  NSK’s 
transactions  with  its  related  affiliates 
occurred  at  arm’s  length.  NSK  further 
argues  that  Japanese  law  prohibits  a 
parent  company  from  setting 
unreasonably  low  prices  wiffi  its  related 
subcontractor/  suppliers.  NSK  notes  that 
it  submitted  to  the  Department  selected 
pages  of  the  results  of  investigations  that 
conBrm  that  NSK  adheres  to  this 
Japanese  law.  NSK  also  notes  that  the 
evidence  on  the  record  demonstrates 
that  NSK’s  related  suppliers  were 
profitable  during  the  period  of  review. 
Noting  that  it  cannot  compare  the 
components  purchased  from  both 
related  and  unrelated  parties  because  it 
seldom  purchases  identical  components 
horn  both  related  and  unrelated 
suppliers,  NSK  claims  that  it  has 
responded  to  the  Department’s  transfer 
price  Question  to  the  best  of  its  abilities. 

NSK  contends  that  since  there  are  no 
reasonable  grounds  for  the  Department 
to  believe  that  the  transfer  price 
reported  is  less  than  tl^  cost  of 
pi^uction,  NSK  is  not  required  to 
report  such  cost  data.  According  to 
NSK,  section  773(e)(3)  of  the  Tariff  Act 
provides  that  the  Department  may 
determine  the  value  of  a  major  input 
utilizing  BIA  only  if  it  ’’has  reasonable 
grounds  to  believe  or  suspect  that  an 
amount  represented  as  the  value  of  such 
input  is  less  than  the  costs  of 
pr^uction  of  such  input.”  19  U.S.C. 
1677b(e)(3).  Since  Torrington  failed  to 
make  such  an  allegation  and  the 
Department  never  initiated  such  an 
investigation,  NSK  argues  that  it  cannot 
be  held  at  fault  if  it  did  not  report  cost 
information  for  related  subcontractors. 

Torrington,  arguing  that  NSK’s 
compliance  with  Japanese  law  is 
irrelevant,  claims  that  the  standard  set 
by  Japanese  law  is  not  sufficiently 
similar  to  the  U.S.  standard  to  support 
any  Department  determination  of  arm’s- 
length  prices. 

Apartment's  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington.  Despite  our  requests  in  the 
initial  and  supplemental  questionnaires, 
NSK  failed  to  provide  either  purchase 
prices  fix>m  unrelated  parties  that  we 
could  have  used  to  determine  whether 
the  transfer  prices  that  NSK  paid  to 
related  parties  for  inputs  were  at  arm’s 


length  or  cost  of  production  data  to 
demonstrate  that  the  transfer  prices 
were  not  less  than  COP.  Further,  the 
standard  established  by  Japanese  law  is 
not  sufficiently  similar  to  that 
established  in  section  773(e)(2)  of  the 
Tariff  Act  for  us  to  rely  on  NSK’s 
compliance  with  that  law  as  evidence 
that  transfer  prices  paid  by  NSK  are 
arm’s-length  prices.  Therefore,  we 
determine  that  NSK’s  CV  data  do  not 
provide  a  reliable  basis  for  FMV.  As  a 
result,  we  have  used  second  tier  BIA  to 
determine  the  dumping  margins  for 
those  U.S.  sales  for  which  CV  would 
have  been  used  as  FMV. 

Comment  11:  Torrington  asserts  that 
the  Department  should  correct  several 
discrepancies  in  material  costs  that  were 
noted  on  two  pages  of  NPBS’ 
verification  report. 

NPBS  states  that  the  discrepancies  in 
materials  costs  that  were  noted  at 
verification  were  very  small  in  both 
number  and  magnitude,  underscoring 
the  high  degree  of  accuracy  of  NPBS’ 
response. 

Apartment's  Position:  For  these  final 
results  we  have  adjusted  NPBS’ 
submitted  materials  cost  to  account  for 
all  discrepancies  noted  at  verification. 

Comment  12:  Torrington  alleges  that 
NPBS’  explanation  of  how  it  calculated 
its  total  costs  of  materials  purchased 
from  unrelated  suppliers  is  practically 
incomprehensible.  Torrington  argues 
that  in  the  absence  of  supplemental  - 
findings  at  verification,  the  Department 
should  reject  this  segment  of  the 
response  in  favor  of  BLA. 

NPBS  and  Emerson  respond  that  the 
verification  report  is  highly  favorable 
and  note  only  a  few  exceedingly  small 
discrepancies  regarding  the  cost  of 
materials  purchased  fiom  unrelated 
suppliers. 

Apartment's  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington.  Since  we  confirmed  at 
verification  that  NPBS  accurately 
reported  its  material  costs,  with  the 
exception  of  minor  discrepancies  that 
we  have  corrected,  we  have  accepted 
this  information  for  these  final  results. 

Comment  13:  Torrington  asserts  that 
NPBS  failed  to  establish  that  the  average 
transfer  prices  paid  to  related  suppliers 
were  arm’s  length.  Consequently, 
Torrington  argues,  if  NPBS  was  unable 
to  isolate  prices  paid  for  identical  or 
comparable  material  inputs  horn 
unrelated  suppliers,  NPBS  should  have 
supplied  cost  information.  Because 
NPBS  failed  to  report  cost  of  production 
data  for  related-party  components,  the 
Department  should  resort  to  BLA  for 
these  final  results. 

NPBS  responds  that  the  verification 
report  clearly  states  that  “The  housing 
costs  from  the  unrelated  supplier  is  [sic] 


substantially  less  than  the  charges  to 
NPB(S]  for  the  purchase  of  identical 
housings  from  the  related  supplier”. 

EPT  responds  that  to  the  extent  that  any 
changes  are  made  to  NPBS’  submission, 
they  should  be  limited  to  those 
described  in  the  verification  report. 

Department's  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington.  While  we  determined 
there  were  discrepancies  in  the  reported 
costs  of  suppliers  (see  Comment  12 
above),  we  verified  that  NPBS’ 
purchases  from  related  suppliers  were  at 
arm’s  length  and  therefore  accepted 
them  for  these  final  results. 

Comment  14:  Torrington  claims  that 
since  NPBS  knew  it  was  likely  that  the 
Department  would  request  information 
on  the  total  quantity  of  parts  purchased 
bom  unrelated  suppliers,  it  was 
incumbent  upon  f^BS  to  retain  this 
information  in  its  records.  Torrington 
notes  that  NPBS  has  not  explained  why 
its  daily  production  reports  would  not 
include  such  information.  Torrington 
requests  that,  because  the  verification 
report  reveals  that  the  reported  data  for 
base  grindings  by  related  parties 
reduced  subcontracting  costs;  the 
Department  should  adjust  NPBS’ 
su^ontractor  costs  in  the  manner 
suggested  in  the  verification  report. 

NPBS  responds  that  the  cost  of 
finished  or  semifinished  parts  was 
established  by  reference  to  vendor 
invoices,  as  noted  in  the  verification 
report.  NPBS  states  that  it  believes  that 
its  reported  prices  for  base  grindings 
charged  by  related  parties  are  fair  and 
accurate.  Emerson  notes  that  NPBS’ 
material  costs  were  successfully  verified 
by  the  Department. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington  in  part.  Since  the  reported 
data  for  base  grindings  by  relat^  parties 
reduced  subcontracting  costs,  we  have 
made  the  appropriate  adjustments  for 
these  final  results.  However,  we 
confirmed  at  verification  the  reliability 
of  NPBS’  cost  of  finished  and 
semifinished  parts  and  are  therefore 
accepting  this  information  for  these 
final  results. 

Comment  15:  Torrington  contends 
that  section  773(e)(2)  of  the  Tariff  Act 
instructs  the  Department  to  disregard 
transfer  prices  for  calculating 
constructed  value  if  they  do  not  “fairly 
reflect  the  amount  usually  reflected  in 
the  sales  in  the  market  *  •  *’*  i.e.,  in 
arm’s-length  transactions.  Torrington 
claims  that  the  statute  specifically  states 
that  where  related-party  transactions  are 
the  source  of  any  portion  of  the  CV 
calculation,  and  no  other  transactions 
are  available,  the  determination  of  the 
value  of  that  portion  of  the  CV 
calculation  “shall  be  based  on  the 
evidence  available”  of  an  unrelated 
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party  price.  19  U.S.C.  1677b(e)(2). 
Torrington  ccmtends  that  while  the 
foregoing  is  the  general  rule,  there  is  a 
special  rule  for  “major  input(s)”  in 
1677b(e)(3)  that  provides  that  if  the 
Department  has  grounds  to  believe  that 
the  transfer  price  of  such  an  input  is  less 
than  cost  of  production,  the  agency 
“may  determine  the  value  of  ^  major 
input  on  the  basis  of  the  best  evidence 
available  regarding  such  cost  of 
production  if  such  costs  are  greater  than 
the  amount  that  would  be  determined 
(imder  the  general  rule).” 

Torrington  contends  that  these 
provisions,  taken  together,  require 
respondents  to  supply,  in  all  related- 
pai^  input  situations  (i)  transfer  prices, 
(ii)  prices  of  sales  to  unrelated  buyers, 
and  (iii)  in  the  case  of  major  inputs, 
relevant  costs  of  production  as  well. 
Torrington  argues  that  it  is  simply 
inadequate  for  any  respondent 
unilaterally  to  select  which  of  this  data 
it  will  submit. 

Torrington  argues  that  in  the  case  of 
FAG-Italy,  whi(±  obtained  components 
from  FAG^rmany  for  further 
manufacturing  in  Italy,  and  SKF,  which 
purchased  inputs  from  Ovako,  COP  was 
inappropriately  submitted  without 
additional  information  documenting 
transfer  prices  for  major  inputs  or  an 
arm’s-length  price  to  an  unrelated 
buyer.  Torrington  argues  that  since  COP 
data  does  not  include  profit,  the 
reported  costs  might  therefore  be 
substantially  less  than  either  transfer  or 
arm’s-length  prices.  Torrington  asserts 
that  the  Department  should  base  the 
value  of  all  major  inputs  on  the  best 
information  available  of  what  an 
unrelated  party  would  charge  for  such 
inputs.  19  U.S.C.  1677b(e)(2).  At  the 
least,  Torrington  argues,  the  Department 
should  use  the  cost  of  production  plus 
profit.  While  Torrington  recognizes  that 
the  questionnaire  did  not  require  this 
information,  Torrington  argues  that  the 
Department  should  require  that  the 
respondents  immediately  make  the 
appropriate  showings  or  the  Department 
must  resort  to  BIA  for  FAC  and  SKF’s 
material  costs. 

In  addition,  because  SKF  failed  to 
support  its  claim  that  the  reported  COP 
reflected  foil  production  costs,  as 
requested  in  theDepartment’s 
deficiency  letter,  and  failed  to  provide 
a  full  bre^down  of  Ovako’s  costs,  the 
Department  should  still  resort  to  BIA  for 
SKJF’s  material  costs  for  CV  and  COP. 

SKF  contends  that,  because  Ovako 
became  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of 
AB  SKF  during  the  third  period  of 
review,  SKF  has  properly  reported  the 
input  cost  of  steel  purchased  from 
Ovako  and  used  in  bearing  manufectuie. 
SKF  further  argues  that  b^use  cost 


was  relied  upon  and  transfer  prices 
were  not  reported  and  are  not  relevant, 
a  comparison  of  transfer  price  to  COP  is 
unwarranted. 

FAG  notes  that  in  the  LTFV 
investigation  of  this  proceeding  the 
Department  reiterated  its  consistent 
policy  of  using  actual  costs  rather  than 
transfer  prices  for  CCK*  in  cases  where 
there  is  more  than  a  fifty  percent  direct 
or  indirect  ownership  between  the 
companies.  The  Department  also  found 
that  credible  market  prices  for  bearing 
components  could  generally  not  be 
found.  Consequently,  there  were  no 
arm’s-length  prices  to  compare  to 
transfer  prices.  Thus,  for  CV  purposes, 
the  Department  used  the  cost  of  the 
components  as  representative  of  their 
value.  FAG  also  notes  that  the 
Department  disagreed  with  Federal- 
Mogul  on  this  same  issue  in  the 
previous  review.  FAG  finally  notes  that 
its  response  was  consistent  with  the 
guidelines  foimd  in  the  original 
questionnaire. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington  in  part.  The  constructed 
value  related  party  provision  contained 
in  section  773(e)(2)  is  not  directly 
applicable  to  dost  of  production 
calculations,  because,  by  its  terms,  it 
only  rafers  to  construct^  value 
calculations.  ’Therefore,  the  Department 
bases  its  cost  of  production  calculations 
on  generally  accepted  accoimting 
principles  (GAAP).  According  to  these 
principles,  when  one  company  is  at 
least  50  percent  owned  by  another 
compemy,  the  costs  are  b^d  on  the 
consolidated  financial  information  of 
the  two  companies.  Final  Determination 
of  Sales  at  Less  than  Fair  Value,  Certain 
Granite  Products  From  Italy,  53  FR 
27193  (July  19, 1988).  When  this  degree 
of  ownership  exists,  the  transactions  of 
these  companies  are  consolidated  and 
the  costs  of  the  products  sold  to  third 
parties  are  recorded  at  the  actual  costs 
without  intercompany  profit/loss  that 
might  be  included  in  the  transfer  prices 
betv^een  the  companies.  AFBS 
Investigation  of  SLTFV,  54  FR  18992. 
For  transactions  between  parties  with  a 
lower  ownership  percentage,  the 
transfer  price  could  be  used  to  develop 
the  cost  of  production.  Final 
Extermination  of  Sales  at  Less  than  Fair 
Value,  Fresh  and  Chilled  Atlantic 
Salmon  from  Norway,  56  FR  7661,  7670 
(February  25, 1991). 

When  calculating  constructed  value, 
section  773(e)(2)  of  the  Tariff  Act 
authorizes  the  Department  to  disregard 
inputs  from  all  related  suppliers  when 
the  value  of  those  inputs  does  not  fairly 
reflect  the  market  value  (arm’s-length 
price)  of  those  inputs  and  base  the  value 
of  the  input  on  the  best  evidence 


available.  In  instances  where  the 
Department  has  reason  to  believe  that 
the  value  of  a  major  input  is  less  than 
the  cost  of  production,  section  773(eH3) 
authorizes  the  Department  to  determine 
the  value  of  the  major  input  on  the  basis 
of  the  best  evidence  avculable  regarding 
such  cost  of  production,  if  such  costs 
are  greater  than  the  market  value. 

In  accordance  with  the  Department’s 
policy,  our  questionnaire  requires  that, 
for  purposes  of  calculating  OOP, 
respondents  submit  the  actual  COP  of 
all  inputs  purchased  from  suppliers 
with  a  relationship  of  50  percent  or 
greater. 

In  accordance  with  the  statute,  our 
questionnaire  requires  that,  for  purposes 
of  calculating  CV,  all  respondents 
submit  to  the  Department  the  actual 
transfer  price  of  all  inputs  purchased 
frnm  all  related  suppliers.  In  addition, 
the  questionnaire  requires  that 
respondents  demonstrate  that  the  price 
of  such  inputs  are  at  arm’s  length  by 
submitting  comparisons  of  identical  or 
similar  inputs  purchased  from  imrelated 
suppliers.  If  comparisons  to  identical  or 
similar  merchandise  are  not  available, 
the  questionnaire  then  requires 
respondents  to  provide  the  cost  of 
prc^uction  of  the  inputs  supplied  by 
related  parties. 

Because  SKF  and  FAG  have  greater 
than  a  fifty  percent  relationship  to  the 
suppliers  of  the  inputs  in  question, 
these  respondents  properly  submitted 
the  actual  COP  of  the  inputs  for  the 
purposes  of  calculating  COP.  However, 
since  the  statute  requires,  and  the 
questionnaire  requests,  that  the  value  of 
inputs  obtained  from  related  parties  for 
the  calculation  of  CV  be  based  on  arm’s- 
length  prices,  FAG  and  SKF  were 
responsible  for  submitting  the  actual 
transfer  price  of  the  inputs  and 
demonstrating  the  arm’s-length  nature 
of  that  price.  Because  SKF  and  FAG 
failed  to  do  either,  we  have  increased 
their  material  inputs  by  eight  percent, 
the  statutory  minimum  profit  prescribed 
in  section  773,  as  BIA  for  an  arm’s- 
length  transfer  price. 

Comment  36;  Referring  to  19  U.S.C. 
1677b(e)(2),  Torrington  argues  that  the 
loose  balls  purchasi^  by  RHP  from 
related  party  NSK-AKS  should  be  tested 
for  reliability  against  prices  charged  in 
arm’s-length  transactions  in  the  United 
Kingdom.  Torrington  notes  that  RHP  has 
provided  the  transfer  prices  for  NSK- 
AKS  loose  balls,  but  that  RHP  has  not 
reported  cost  of  production  or  supplied 
prices  charged  to  unrelated  third  parties 
for  these  inputs.  Torrington  contends 
that  RHP  has  not  demonstrated  on  the 
record  that  the  sales  of  loose  balls  were 
made  at  arm’s  length.  Therefore. 
Torrington  argues  that  the  Department 
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should  detennine  the  value  of  the  loose 
halls  based  on  an  xmrelated  party  price 
in  the  United  Kincdom  or  based  on  BIA. 

RHP  responds  tj^t  it  has  provided  the 
acquisition  costs  for  the  loose  balls  and 
stated  that  the  purchases  were  at  arm’s 
length.  In  addition.  RHP  states  that  it 
has  provided  the  prices  charged  for 
loose  balls  by  an  imrelated  entity  in  a 
foreign  country,  and  that  it  has  shown 
that  &ese  prices  were  lower  than  the 
prices  charged  by  NSK-AKS.  RHP 
asserts  that  at  verification  the 
Department  examined  the  pricing 
structure  between  related  and  unrelated 
parties  and  concluded  that  the  prices 
charged  by  NSK  were  within  the  range 
of  prices  barged  by  unrelated 
suppliers.  In  conclusion.  RHP  argues 
that  there  is  no  statutory  requirement 
forcing  the  Department  to  use  BIA  on 
RHP’s  purchases  of  loose  balls  from 
NSK-AKS. 

Department’s  Position:  Because  we 
found  at  verification  that  the  NSK-AKS 
prices  are  greater  than  the  prices 
charged  for  the  same  loose  balls  by 
RHP’s  principal  xmrelated  supplier,  we 
have  used  the  reported  transfer  prices 
for  determining  the  value  of  NSK-AKS’s 
loose  balls. 

E.  Inventory  Write-off 

Comment  1 7:  Torrington  argues  that 
Koyo’s  practice  of  writing  off  damaged 
or  obsolete  finished  goods  and  charging 
the  expense  to  non-operating  expense  is 
inconsistent  with  Departmental 
precedent.  Torrington  states  that,  in 
Certain  All-Terrain  Vehicles  from  Japan. 
54  FR  4864.  4866  (January  31. 1989).  the 
Department  ruled  that  ’’the  value  of 
obsolete  inventory  •  *  •  should  be 
allocated  ever  the  period  during  which 
obsolescence  is  assumed  to  have 
occurred”. 

With  respect  to  NSK.  Torrington  also 
argues  that,  while  NSK’s  practice  of 
writing  off  obsolete  inventory  every  six 
months  may  be  in  accordance  with 
Japanese  GAAP,  it  is  inconsistent  with 
Departmental  precedent  regarding  cost 
of  production.  See.  e.g..  AFBs  LTFV 
Investigation.  54  FR  at  19706  (1989). 
Final  Determination  of  Sales  at  LIW; 
Certain  All-Terrain  Vehicles  firom  Japan. 
54  FR  4864.  4866  (January  31. 1989). 
Torrington  asserts  that  NSK’s  costs  have 
not  been  included  in  the  cost  of 
maiiutarturing.  For  the  final  results 
Torrinston  requests  that  the  Department 
xeallocate  these  expenses  in  accordance 
with  its  well-established  practice. 

Koyo  claims  that,  in  the  cxirrent 
review  as  well  as  past  AFB  reviews,  the 
Department  has  accepted  its  write-down 
cost  for  damaged  or  obsolete  finished 
goods  as  a  general  expense  in  its  OC^ 
calculation.  Koyo  argues  that  although 


the  Department  used  a  specific 
methodology  to  address  the  specific 
facts  of  the  Certain  All-Terrain  Vehicles 
case,  that  determination  does  not 
prevent  the  Department  from  treating 
these  costs  in  the  manner  that  it  has 
adopted  in  the  AFB  reviews. 

NsK  argues  that  its  accoimting 
adjustment  has  no  bearing  on  the  cost  of 
pr^ucing  the  merchandise  and  its 
resulting  effect  should  not  be  included 
in  the  cost  of  production  calculation. 

NSK  notes  that,  should  the  Department 
agree  with  Torrington.  it  should  still 
decline  to  make  an  adjustment  to  NSK’s 
reported  COP  on  the  groxmds  that  this 
expense  is  de  minimis.  19  CFR 
353.59(a). 

Department’s  Position:  We  view 
losses  on  the  sale  or  disposal  of  fixed 
assets  and  write-downs/xvrite-offs  of 
inventory  as  a  normal  cost  of 
production.  We  consider  any  income  or 
credits  generated  by  these  transactions 
as  an  offset  against  the  expense  to  arrive 
at  the  actual  cost  incurred  by  the 
company.  AFBs  Investigation  of  SLTFV. 
54  FR  at  19076.  Therefore,  we  have 
accepted  Koyo’s  and  NSK’s  inventory 
write-off  expenses  in  the  calculation  of 
COP. 

F.  Depreciation 

Comment  18:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  has  a  consistent  practice 
of  including  depreciation  on  idled 
assets  in  the  COP  (e.g..  AFBs 
Investigation  of  SLTFV.  54  FR  at  19074; 
Television  Receivers.  Monochrome  and 
Color,  from  Japan.  56  FR  5392.  5394 
(February  11. 1991)  and  should 
therefore  adjust  NTN’s  and  NSK’s 
reported  COP  for  depreciation  on  idle 
equipment.  Torrington  argues  that, 
b^use  NSK’s  reported  depreciation 
expenses  are  based  on  its  financial 
statements,  there  is  reason  to  believe 
that  these  expenses  do  not  include 
depreciation  on  idle  assets  because 
Japanese  accoxmting  practice,  unlike 
Departmental  practice,  allows 
companies  to  halt  depreciation  expenses 
on  idle  equipment.  Therefore,  the 
Department  should  use  the  highest 
reported  depreciation  costs  of  another 
respondent  as  BIA  for  NSK’s  COP 
calculation.  With  respect  to  NTN. 
Torrington  notes  that  it  submitted  a 
factor  to  adjust  NTN’s  CV  based  on  the 
information  included  in  NTN’s 
supplemental  section  D  response. 
Torrington  asserts  that  the  Department 
should  make  this  modification  for  these 
final  results. 

NTN  responds  that  there  is  no  basis 
for  including  a  fictitious  value  for  idled 
equipment  in  calculating  COP  and  CV. 
NTN  states  that  in  accoiriance  with 
Japanese  GAAP  this  expense  is  not 


recorded  on  its  books.  NTN  further 
states  that  it  is  xmaware  of  any 
accoxmting  theory  or  system  that 
reqxiires  that  such  an  expense  be 
recorded.  It  is  illogical,  according  to 
NTN.  to  include  in  the  calculation  of 
COP  depreciation  expenses  for 
eqxiipment  that  is  not  even  in  use. 

NSK  responds  that,  since  the 
Department  chose  not  to  ask  whether 
NSK  halted  depreciation  for  idle  assets 
in  either  the  original  or  supplemental 
questionnaires.  NSK  cannot  be  held  at 
fault  if  it  did  not  report  this  information. 
NSK  contends  that  since  it  complied 
fully  with  the  Department’s  request  for 
information  about  depreciation,  the 
Department  may  not  properly  apply  BIA 
for  these  final  results. 

Department’s  Position:  We  include  in 
the  fully  absorbed  factory  overhead  the 
depreciation  of  equipment  not  in  use  or 
temporarily  idle.  While  Japan’s 
accounting  methodology  does  provide 
that  depreciation  for  idle  equipment 
may  he  stopped,  we  do  not  accept  this 
accoxmting  method  because  idle  fixed  ^ 
assets  are  a  cost  to  the  company.  AFBs 
Investigation  of  SLTFV.  54  FR  at  19706. 
Based  on  the  information  in  NTN’s 
supplemental  response,  we  have 
calculated  depreciation  expenses  on 
NTN’s  idle  assets  and  included  them  in 
the  calculation  of  NTN’s  COP/CV  for 
these  final  results.  Regarding  NSK.  there 
is  no  evidence  on  the  record  that  NSK 
incxirred  depreciation  expenses  on  idle 
assets.  Therefore.  BIA  is  xmwarranted 
for  these  final  results. 

G.  Interest  Expense  Offset 

Comment  19:  Torrington  argues  that 
NTN’s  reported  interest  expense  as  a 
component  of  general  expense  was 
reported  net  of  “short-term  interest 
received”  and  “income  from  sale  of 
negotiable  securities.”  Torrington 
maintains  that  interest  expense  should 
not  be  offset  by  interest  income  unless 
the  Department  has  determined  that  the 
income  is  from  compensating  balances 
or  investments  from  working  capital. 
Any  offset  should  be  firom  interest 
income  earned  firom  the  operations  of 
the  company  as  opposed  to  investment 
activities  of  the  company.  Since  NTN 
failed  to  tie  interest  income  to 
manufacturing  or  production  activities, 
the  Department  should  recalculate  COP 
and  CV  without  regard  to  interest 
income. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  xvith 
petitioner.  Since  NTN  did  not 
differentiate  between  interest  income 
derived  from  investment  activity  as 
opposed  to  bearing  manufacturing 
operations  in  its  calculation  of  net 
interest  expense,  we  have  disallowed  an 
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offset  to  interest  expense  in  the 
calculation  of  CX3P  and  CV. 

H.  Packing 

Comment  19:  NSK  argues  that  the 
Department  failed  to  adjust  properly  for 
the  difference  between  export  and 
domestic  packing  in  those  instances  in 
which  the  Department  based  foreign 
market  value  on  constructed  value. 
Specifically,  NSK  states  that  although 
the  Department  added  U.S.  packing 
expenses  to  constructed  value,  it  failed 
to  deduct  the  HM  packing  expenses  that 
NSK  had  included  in  its  reported 
constructed  value.  Therefore,  NSK 
requests  that  the  Department  deduct  HM 
packing  expenses  from  constructed 
value  for  the  final  results. 

Torrington  responds  that  the 
Department  must  assure  itself  that 
NSK’s  reported  constructed  value 
includes  HM  packing  costs  before 
deducting  such  costs  from  constructed 
value. 

Department’s  Position:  We  have 
reviewed  NSK’s  constructed  value  data 
and  have  determined  that  NSK  included 
HM  packing  costs  in  the  total 
manufacturing  costs  on  which  we  based 
constructed  value.  We  note,  however, 
that  this  issue  is  moot  because  we  have 
determined  that  NSK’s  constructed 
value  data  does  not  form  a  reliable  basis 
for  FMV,  and,  therefore,  have  used  BIA 
to  determine  dumping  margins  for  U.S. 
sales  that  would  have  been  compared  to 
constructed  value.  See  Response  to 
comment  10,  above. 

Comment  21:  NTN  argues  that  the 
Elepartment  overstated  the  cost  of 
pr^uction  that  it  used  in  its 
preliminary  analysis.  S{)ecifically,  NTN 
states  that  the  Department  added  HM 
packing  expenses  to  the  cost  of 
production,  despite  the  fact  that  NTN’s 
reported  manufacturing  costs  already 
included  packing  costs.  Accordingly, 
NTN  requests  that  the  Department  not 
add  HM  packing  costs  to  the  cost  of 
production  for  l^e  final  results. 

Torrington  responds  that  NTN’s 
reporting  of  separate  packing  costs  in  its 
response  to  the  Department’s  cost  of 
prc^uction/constructed  value 
questionnaire  suggests  that  such  costs 
are  not  already  included  in  NTN’s 
reported  manufacturing  costs.  In  the 
absence  of  any  evidence  suggesting  that 
NTN  included  packing  costs  in  its 
reported  manufacturing  costs, 

Torrington  concludes  &at  the 
Department  should  add  packing  costs  to 
the  cost  of  production  for  the  final 
results. 

Department’s  Position:  We  have 
reviewed  NTN’s  cost  of  production  data 
and  have  determined  that  NTN  included 
HM  packing  costs  in  the  total 


manufacturing  costs  on  which  we  based 
our  calculation  of  cost  of  production. 
Therefore,  we  have  not  added  HM 
packing  costs  to  the  cost  of  production 
for  these  final  results. 

Comment  22:  Torrington  requests  that 
the  E)epartment  use  in  its  constructed 
value  calculations  the  customer-specific 
packing  expenses  that  NTN  reported  in 
its  questionnaire  responses. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington  and  have  used  the  customer- 
specific  packing  expenses  reported  by 
NTN  in  our  calculations. 

I.  Other  Issues 

Comment  23:  Torrington  contends 
that  because  a  substantial  number  of 
gaps  appear  in  NPBS’  section  D 
response,  the  Department  should 
reconsider  its  reliance  on  NPBS’  cost 
data.  Torrington  asserts  that  as  a  result 
of  using  actual  costs  in  its  cost 
accounting  methodology,  and 
maintaining  these  costs  on  a  company¬ 
wide  basis  without  the  use  of  cost 
centers  and/or  a  standard  budgeted 
costing  method,  NPBS  does  not  describe 
how  it  accounts  for  such  costs  as 
supplies  expenses,  overhead,  and  cost  of 
production  data  for  a  selected  model. 
Torrington  claims  that  NPBS  was 
unquestionably  on  notice  that:  (1)  An 
accurate  cost  accounting  method  is 
required;  and  (2)  reported  costs  must  be 
tied  to  NPBS’  internal  books  and 
records. 

NPBS  argues  that  production  costs 
can  be  accounted  for  and  described 
without  the  use  of  budgeted  costs, 
standard  costs,  and  multiple  cost 
centers.  Further,  NPBS  believes  that  it 
adequately  described  its  method  of 
reporting  model-specific  costs  of 
production  for  the  (30P  and  CV 
responses. 

Department’s  Position:  Verification 
showed  that,  although  there  were  minor 
discrepancies,  NPBS’  COP  response 
generally  provided  an  accurate 
reflection  of  the  costs  incurred  by  NPBS 
to  produce  the  subject  merchandise. 
Therefore,  although  we  have  made 
minor  modifications,  we  have  accepted 
NPBS’  reported  COP  data  for  these  final 
results. 

Comment  23:  Citing  Certain  Fresh  Cut 
Flowers  From  Colombia;  Final  Results 
of  Antidumping  Duty  Administrative 
Review,  55  FR  20491,  20495  (May  17, 
1990),  'Torrington  asserts  that  imputed 
owners’  salaries  are  properly  included 
in  CV  or  cost  calculations.  Petitioner 
contends  that  INA  refused  to  provide 
information  regarding  imputed  owners’ 
salaries  as  required  by  the  Department’s 
deficiency  letter  and,  therefore,  the 
Department  should  resort  generally  to 


BIA  and  not  allow  INA  to  benefit  from 
a  refusal  to  cooperate. 

INA  responds  that,  although  it  did 
point  out  that  imputed  salaries  are  not 
properly  included  in  CV  or  COP 
calculations,  it  did  provide  the 
requested  information  in  its  response  to 
the  Department’s  supplemental  cost 
questionnaire. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington  that  imputed  owners’ 
salaries  are  properly  included  in  CV  and 
COP  calculations.  See  Certain  Fresh  Cut 
Flowers  From  Colombia;  Final  Results 
of  Antidumping  Duty  Administrative 
Review,  55  FR  20491,  20495  (May  17, 
1990).  However,  we  disagree  with 
petitioner’s  assertion  that  INA  refused  to 
provide  such  information.  Respondent 
reported  total  imputed  owners’  salaries 
in  its  response  to  the  Department’s 
supplemental  cost  questionnaire. 
Accordingly,  we  have  adjusted  INA’s 
reported  CV  and  COP  to  accoimt  for 
imputed  owners’  salaries. 

Comment  24:  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  SNR  France  improperly  classified 
imputed  inventory  carrying  cost  as 
direct  selling  expenses  for  the 
calculation  of  CV.  Federal-Mogul 
contends  that  inventory  carrying  cost 
should  have  been  classified  as  indirect 
selling  expenses  and  argues  that,  for  the 
final  results,  the  Department  should 
deny  SNR’s  entire  direct  selling  expense 
adjustment  to  CV. 

SNR  responds  that,  while  it  agrees 
that  inventory  carrying  cost  should  not 
be  classified  as  direct  expenses,  the 
Department  should  simply  reclassify 
these  expenses  as  indirect  selling 
expenses  for  the  final  results  rather  than 
follow  Federal-Mogul’s  suggestion  and 
deny  the  entire  direct  selling  expense 
adjustment  to  CV. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
SNR.  Since  the  inappropriate 
classification  of  inventory  carrying  cost 
can  easily  be  corrected  using 
information  already  on  the  record,  we 
have  reclassified  inventory  carrying  cost 
as  indirect  selling  expenses  for  these 
final  results. 

Comment  25:  Federal  Mogul  argues 
that  the  Department  failed  to  account  for 
the  fact  that  the  COP  submitted  by  SNR 
does  not  include  packing  material  and 
labor,  and  inland  freight  cmd  insurance. 
Federal-Mogul  contends  that,  in  order 
for  the  cost  test  to  have  any  validity,  the 
Department  should  deduct  freight  and 
packing  from  the  HM  price  before 
conducting  the  cost  test  for  the  final 
results. 

SNR  responds  that  the  Department’s 
questionnaire  clearly  states  that  neither 
packing  nor  transportation  costs  are  to 
be  reported  as  a  part  of  COP.  SNR  also 
notes  that  neither  19  U.S.C.  1677b(b) 
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nor  19  CFR  353.51(c)  makes  any 
mention  of  packing  or  transportation 
costs  in  the  definition  of  COP.  As  a 
result.  SNR  argues  that  no  adjustment  to 
its  submitted  COP  is  appropriate.  In 
addition,  SNR  argues  that  any 
adjustments  to  the  HM  price  for 
comparison  to  COP  should  be  limited  to 
price  adjustments. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Federal-Mogril  that  in  order  fw  the  cost 
test  to  be  valid,  all  costs  and  expenses 
included  in  the  HM  price  should  also  be 
included  in  the  COP  to  which  it  is  being 
compared.  Since  INA  did  not  include 
packing  and  freight  expenses  in  the  COP 
reported  to  the  Department,  these 
expenses  should  not  remain  in  the  HM 
price  for  the  purposes  of  conducting  the 
cost  test.  Therefore,  for  these  final 
results,  we  will  deduct  from  the  HM 
price  all  packing  and  transportation 
expenses. 

Comment  26:  INA  claims  that  the 
E)epartment  erroneously  failed  to  deduct 
HM  direct  and  indirect  selling  expenses 
in  its  calculation  of  the  preliminary 
results  where  CV  was  used  as  the  ^is 
for  FMV.  Respondent  also  claims  that 
the  Department  failed  to  deduct  HM 
direct  selling  expenses  where  the 
constructed  valiie  of  further 
manufactured  sales  was  used  as  the 
basis  for  FMV. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
INA  that,  in  calculating  the  preliminary 
results,  we  failed  to  deduct  HM  direct 
and  indirect  selling  exptenses  where  CV 
was  used  as  the  basis  for  FMV.  Thus,  we 
have  revised  the  margin  calculation 
program  for  the  final  results  in 
accordance  with  the  above  findings. 
However,  we  disagree  with  INA  that  we 
failed  to  deduct  direct  selling 
expenses  where  constructed  value  of 
further  manufachued  sales  was  used  as 
the  basis  for  FMV. 

Conunent  27:  Tonington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  reject  SKF’s 
method  of  calculating  general  expenses 
for  purposes  of  constructed  value  since 
it  yields  inappropriate  results.  Because 
SI^’s  calculation  goes  beyond  home 
market  sales  in  the  calculation  of 
general  expenses  by  dividing  average 
HM  expenses  over  the  average  CC^  of 
U.S.  sales  and  then  applying  that 
percentage  to  the  COM  of  eadi  U.S. 
model,  the  method  does  not  meet  the 
statutory  requirement  that  the  expens^ 
be  equal  to  “that  usually  reflected  in 
sales  of  merchandise  of  the  same  general 
class  or  kind  as  the  merchandise  under 
consideration  which  are  made  by 
producers  in  the  country  of  exportation” 
(19  U.S.C.  1677b(e)).ToiTington  argues 
that  since  SKF’s  method  results  in  the 
same  models  having  significantly 
different  selling  expenses  in  COP  and 


CV,  the  selling  expenses  should  be 
calculated  exclusively  on  the  basis  of 
HM  data.  Torrington  further  argues  that 
selling  expenses  should  be  calculated 
exclusively  on  the  basis  of  HM  data  and 
that  SKF’s  methodology  adjusts  the  data 
through  a  calculation  that  takes  into 
account  the  COM  of  models  sold  in  the 
United  States. 

Torrington  also  argues  that  SKF’s 
methodology  is  contrary  to  the  law  as  it 
adjusts  HM  expenses  when  an 
adjustment  is  not  appropriate. 

Torrington  contends  that  the 
appropriate  method  for  adjusting  selling 
expenses  is  by  way  of  “circumstance  of 
sale”  adjustments  pursuant  to  19  C.F.R. 
353.56.  However,  SKF  has  not 
demonstrated  that  a  “circumstance  of 
sale”  adjustment  should  be  made. 

Torrington  proposes  that  the 
Department  either  calculate  appropriate 
er  unit  amounts,  based  exclusively  on 
ome  market  data,  and  add  these 
amounts  to  U.S.  CCMd  or  express  HM 
selling  expenses  as  a  percentage  of  HM 
COM,  and  then  apply  the  resulting 
ratios  to  U.S.  COM.  If  this  is  not 
possible,  then  the  Department  should 
resort  to  BLA. 

SKF  argues  that  it  is  applying  the 
“Minivans  methodology”  to  calculate 
selling  expenses  for  purposes  of  CV. 

(See  Final  Determination  of  Sales  at 
Less  Than  Fair  Value;  New  Minivans 
from  Japan,  57  FR  21937  (May  26, 

1992))  (Minivans).  SKF  argues  that  the 
statute  does  not  preclude  reference  to 
U.S.  merchandise,  but  simply  requires 
that  the  reported  general  expenses  be  in 
an  “amount  equal”  to  that  usually 
reflected  in  HM  sales.  SKF  uses  the  HM 
expense  amount  and,  following 
Minivans,  then  distributes  this  amount 
to  merchandise  sold  in  the  United 
States.  SKF  claims  that  the  latter 
application  is  necessary  since  the  CV 
calculation  is  in  fact  a  constructed  value 
for  the  models  sold  in  the  United  States. 
SKF  agrees  with  the  petitioner  that  there 
will  be  differences  in  selling  expenses 
depending  upKm  whether  CC^  for 
products  sold  in  the  HM  or  COM  for 
products  sold  in  the  United  States  are 
used  as  the  denominator  in  the 
calculaticM)  and  argues  that  this  further 
supports  use  of  the  Minivans 
calculation  methodology  for  selling 
expenses.  Also  SKF  argues  that  it  Ims 
not  “adjusted”  the  reported  selling 
expenses,  but  calculated  a  weighted 
average  per  unit  HM  expense  amount 
and  carried  that  amount  throughout  its 
calculation. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington  that  the  methodology  used 
by  SKF  yields  inappropriate  results.  We 
have  reconsidered  the  approacdi  taken  in 
Minivans.  In  Minivans,  we  calculated  a 


HM  weighted-average  per  vmit  amount 
of  general  expenses.  *11118  per  imit 
amoimt  was  divided  by  the  average  U.S 
COM  to  develop  a  ratio  which  was  then 
applied  to  each  U.S.  COM.  In  this  case, 
we  calculated  the  ratio  of  general 
expenses  to  the  COM  in  the  HM  and 
applied  this  same  ratio  to  the  COM  of 
U.S.  sales.  With  great  variations  in 
quantity  and  product  mix  between  the 
two  markets,  this  approach  is  more 
accurate  than  that  used  in  Minivans. 

’The  general  expenses  incurred  in  the 
HM  have  no  meaningful  relationship  to 
the  merchandise  that  was  sold  in  the 
United  States  since  they  were  incurred 
for  HM  sales.  'There  is  no  reason  to 
apply  the  general  expenses  incurred  for 
one  “average”  HM  product  to  an 
“average”  U.S.  product  that  may  bo 
substantially  different  in  cost  or  value. 
To  do  so  would  result  in  different 
general  expense  ratios  being  attributed 
to  identical  merchandise  depending  on 
whether  it  is  sold  in  the  HM  or  sold  in 
the  United  States.  That  is,  the  general 
expenses  in  the  constructed  value  of  a 
given  model  would  bo  different  from  the 
general  expenses  actually  attributable  to 
HM  sales  ^  that  same  model. 

Therefore,  we  have  revised  SKF’s 
general  expenses  for  CV  by  calculating 
the  ratios  of  HM  general  expenses  to  the 
COM  in  the  HM  and  applying  that  ratio 
to  the  COM  each  U.S.  product. 

Comment  28:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  not  accept 
NPBS’  reported  labor  costs  or  any  other 
expense  derived  from  a  time  and  motion 
study  that  was  audited  by  the  Japanese 
Bearing  Inspection  Institute.  NPBS 
contends  that  the  accuracy  of  the 
fabrication  cost  data  developed  by  the 
report  is  the  significant  factor,  not  that 
it  was  audited  by  the  Japanese  Bearing 
Inspection  Institute. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
respondent.  We  verified  this  data  and 
did  not  find  discrepancies. 

Comment  29:  Izumoto  acknowledges 
that  it  inadvertently  friled  to  supply 
constructed  value  for  all  models  sold  in 
the  United  States  during  the  POR. 
However,  Izumoto  contends  that  it  has 
provided  all  necessary  information  to 
allow  the  Department  to  calculate 
constructed  value  for  observations 
where  no  HM  match  is  found.  Izumoto 
requests  that  the  Department  use  the 
COME  field  in  the  Section  B  submission 
for  cost  of  manufacturing,  plus  (1)  the 
percent  reported  for  all  mt^els  in  the 
CENTOT  field  for  general  expenses  and 
(2)  the  statutory  eight-percent  profit 
(since  Izumoto  did  not  make  a  profit 
during  the  POR).  In  the  alternative, 
Izumoto  recommends  using  the 
constructed  value  that  was  reported  for 
models  that  are  approximately  equal  in 
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cost  to  those  models  for  which 
constructed  value  was  not  reported. 

Izumoto  also  objects  to  the  use  of  BIA 
on  two  observations  concerning  models 
that  were  purchased,  not  produced,  by 
Izumoto.  Inimoto  states  t^t  it  provided 
the  acquisition  cost  of  these  m(^els  in 
its  Section  B  response,  and  that  the 
Department  should  use  this  cost,  plus 
SG&A  and  profit  as  the  basis  for  FMV. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Izumoto  and  have  determined 
constructed  value  using  the  CX)ME, 
GENTOT,  and  PROFIT  fields  for  the 
relevant  observations.  Accordingly,  we 
do  not  reach  Izumoto’s  alternative 
suggestion  of  using  the  constructed 
value  of  similar  models.  We  resorted  to 
BIA  for  those  models  that  were 
manufactured  by  Iziunoto,  but  for  which 
no  cost  of  manufacturing  was  reported. 
Concerning  the  two  observations 
involving  models  not  produced  by 
Izumoto.  we  used  acquisition  cost  as  a 
substitute  for  cost  of  manufacturing. 

Comment  30:  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  the  Department  failed  to  account  for 
all  costs  and  expenses  in  its 
investigation  of  possible  HM  sales 
below  the  cost  of  production  for  NSK. 
According  to  Federal-Mogul,  the 
Department  did  not  deduct  movement, 
packing,  and  commission  expenses  from 
the  adjusted  price  that  it  compared  to 
the  cost  of  production,  despite  the  fact 
that  it  is  unclear  whether  NSK’s 
reported  cost  of  production  includes 
these  expenses.  In  order  to  ensure  that 
the  adjusted  price  and  cost  of 
production  contain  the  same  elements. 
Federal-Mogul  requests  that  the 
Department  either  confirm  that  NSK’s 
reported  cost  of  production  includes 
movement,  pacldng,  and  commission 
expenses,  or  deduct  these  elements  from 
the  adjusted  price  compared  to  cost  of 
production  for  the  final  results. 

In  response,  NSK  confirms  that  its 
reported  cost  of  production  includes 
packing,  movement,  and  commission 
expenses.  Therefore.  NSK  asserts  that 
the  Department  does  not  need  to 
recalculate  the  adjusted  price  that  it 
used  in  its  investigation  of  possible 
below-cost  sales  for  these  final  results. 

Department’s  Position:  We  have 
reviewed  NSK’s  cost  of  production  data 
and  have  determined  that  NSK  included 
packing,  movement,  and  commission 
expenses  in  its  reported  cost  of 
production.  Therefore,  we  have  not 
deducted  these  expenses  from  the 
adjusted  price  that  we  compared  to  the 
cost  of  production  for  these  final  results. 

Comment  31:  Torrington  argues  that 
in  many  instances.  NTN’s  constructed 
value  data  is  incorrect,  because  the 
constructed  value  is  significantly  lower 
than  the  reported  U.S.  selling  price. 


Although  Torrington  could  not  identify 
the  source  of  this  apparent  discrepancy, 
it  urges  the  Department  to  identify  and 
correct  the  error  that  created  these 
seemingly  anomalous  results. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington.  We  found  in  the  computer 
program  used  for  the  preliminary  results 
certain  clerical  errors  that  distorted  our 
CV  calculations.  We  have  corrected 
these  errors  for  the  final  results. 

Comment  32:  Barden  states  that  it 
made  a  computational  error  in  the 
calculation  of  the  per  imit  cost  of  a 
particular  component,  resulting  in 
significantly  higher  CVs  for  th]^ 
reported  beings.  Qting  Koyo  Seiko  v. 
U.S..  746  F.  Supp.  1108  (CIT  1990), 
Barden  argues  that  the  Department 
should  correct  computer  input  errors 
caused  by  respondent  in  the  interest  of 
promoting  fundamental  accuracy,  and 
avoiding  litigation.  In  its  case  brief, 
Barden  provided  a  chart  that  compares 
the  components  of  COP  and  CV  as 
submitted  in  this  review  with  the 
components  of  COP  and  CV  from  the 
second  review.  Respondent  also 

Elded  a  comparison  of  the  afiected 
ngs’  cost  totals  and  component  cost 
totals  with  its  price  totals  to  OEMs. 
Barden  claims  that  this  error  is  clearly 
"ministerial”  as  defined  by  19  CFR 
353.28.  Barden  argues  that,  similar  to  an 
error  committed  by  RHP  in  the  second 
review  of  AFBs,  the  error  committed  by 
Barden  is  an  obvious  clerical  error 
readily  apparent  from  the  information 
on  the  record. 

Torrington  submits  that  the  revelation 
of  calculation  errors  calls  Barden’s 
entire  response  into  question  and  that 
the  Department  should  resort  to  BIA,  at 
least  with  respect  to  Barden’s  costs. 
Petitioner  argues  that  the  Department 
should  not  revise  Barden’s  costs  in 
accordance  with  the  new  information 
submitted  in  respondent’s  case  brief 
because  Barden  has  gone  to  great 
lengths  to  demonstrate  the  existence  of 
the  error  that  disproves  that  such  error 
is  obvious  on  its  face. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington  that  the  Department 
should  resort  to  BIA  for  Barden’s  costs. 
A  supposed  clerical  error  limited  to 
three  models  does  not  indicate  a  wholly 
inaccurate  response  such  that  resort  to 
BIA  is  warranted.  However,  we  agree 
with  Torrington  that  Barden’s  alleged 
error  should  not  be  revised.  The 
respondent’s  reference  to  the 
"ministerial  error”  section  of  the 
regulations  is  irrelevant  since  this 
section  refers  only  to  errors  made  by  the 
Department  in  its  margin  calculations. 
Our  standard  regarding  the  correction  of 
respondents’  clerical  errors  for  the  final 
results  was  enunciated  in  AFBs  I,  56  FR 


at  31741,  where  we  stated  that  a 
correction  is  warranted  where  the 
Department  is  "able  to  assess  from 
information  already  on  the  record  that 
an  error  has  been  made  and  that  the  new 
information  is  accurate.”  'The  "new 
information”  referred  to  in  AFBs  I  is  not 
new  factual  information,  but 
information  clarifying  data  already  on 
the  record.  In  this  case,  there  is  no  pre¬ 
existing  information  on  the  record  that 
indicates  that  respondent  made  a 
clerical  error.  Therefore,  we  have  not 
made  the  changes  requested  by  Barden. 

6.  Discounts,  Rebates,  and  Price 
Adjustments 

As  a  general  matter,  the  Department 
only  accepts  claims  for  discoimts, 
rebates  and  price  adjustments  as  direct 
adjustments  to  price  if  actual  amounts 
are  reported  for  each  transaction.  'Thus, 
discounts,  rebates,  or  price  adjustments 
based  on  allocations  are  not  allowable 
as  direct  adjustments  to  price.  Allocated 
price  adjustments  have  the  effect  of 
distorting  individual  prices  by  diluting 
the  discoimts  or  rebates  received  on 
some  sales,  inflating  them  on  other 
sales,  and  attributing  them  to  still  other 
sales  that  did  not  actually  receive  any  at 
all.  Thus,  they  have  the  effect  of 
partially  averaging  prices.  Just  as  we  do 
not  normally  allow  respondents  to 
report  average  prices,  we  do  not  allow 
average  direct  additions  or  subtractions 
to  price.  (Even  though  we  usually 
average  FMVs  on  a  monthly  basis,  we 
require  individual  prices  to  be  reported 
for  each  sale.) 

Therefore,  we  have  made  direct 
adjustments  for  reported  home  market 
discounts,  rebates,  and  price 
adjustments  if  (a)  they  were  calculated 
on  a  transaction-specific  basis  and  were 
not  based  on  allocations,  or  (b)  they 
were  granted  as  a  fixed  and  constant 
percentage  of  sales  on  all  transactions 
for  which  they  are  reported.  If  these 
adjustments  were  not  fixed  and  constant 
but  were  allocated  on  a  customer- 
specific  or  a  product-specific  basis,  we 
treated  them  as  indirect  selling 
expenses.  We  did  not  accept  discount  or 
re^te  amounts  based  on  allocations 
unless  the  allocations  calculate  the 
actual  amounts  for  each  individual  sale. 
'This  is  consistent  with  the  policy  we 
established  in  the  second  review.  See 
AFBs  n,  57  FR  at  28400. 

For  U.S.  price,  we  deducted  all  U.S. 
discounts,  rebates,  or  price  adjustments 
if  actual  amounts  were  reported  on  a  _ 
transaction-specific  basis.  If  these 
expenses  were  not  reported  on  a 
transaction-specific  Irasis,  we  used  BIA 
for  the  adjustment  and  treated  the 
adjustment  as  a  direct  deduction  from 
USP. 
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Comment  l.'Tcmrington  ai^gues  that 
the  Depaitment  should  reject  RHP’s 
projected  1992  home  market  relates 
because  the  Department’s  practioe  is  to 
reject  estimated  rebates  that  have  not  yet 
bmn  incurred.  Torrington  notes  that  in 
the  supplemental  que^oimaire.  the 
Department  asked  RHP  to  report  actual 
relates  paid,  but  that  RHP  did  not  do  so. 
RHP  responds  diat  it  had  no  choioe  but 
to  report  pir^ected  rebates  at  the  time  of 
its  questicHUiaire  response  becaiise  the 
rebates  had  not  yet  been  paid  at  the  time 
of  submission;  however,  RHP  has 
reported  actual  rebates  paid  in  its  latest 
computer  tape. 

Department’s  Position:  At  the  time 
RHP  submitted  its  questionnaire 
response,  actual  rel^e  data  was  not  yet 
available.  It  was  available  by  the  time  of 
verihcation.  Therefore,  we  verified 
actual  rebate  data,  and  RHP  reported 
actual  rebates  paid  in  the  corrected 
computer  tape  submitted  after 
verification.  We  have  used  this  actual 
rebate  data  in  our  calculations.  In 
general,  we  prefer  actual  data  to 
projected  data,  but  projected  data  can  be 
acceptable  if  actual  data  is  not  yet 
available  and  the  projected  data  is 
reasonably  calculated. 

Comment  2:  FAG  alleges  that  the 
Department’s  sales  verification  report 
mischaracterized  FAG-Germany’s  early 
payment  discoimts  by  stating:  “FAG 
calculated  customer'^>ecific  factors  for 
early  payment  discounts  that  allocated 
discounts  over  sales  for  which  they 
were  not  granted.”  See  FAG 
Kugelfischer  Georg  Schafer  KGaA  Sales 
Verification  Repmt.  at  3  (April  27, 

1992).  FAG  maintains  that  there  is 
nothing  on  the  record  to  support  such 
a  statement. 

Department’s  Position:  During 
verification,  the  Department  foimd  that: 

FAG  offers  discounts  to  certain  customers 
for  the  early  payment  of  invoices  •  •  *.  FAG 
explained  that  early  payment  discounts  are 
negotiated  with  customers  individually: 
however,  FAG  was  unable  to  tie  early 
payment  discounts  to  specific  invoice  lines, 
or  even  to  individual  invoices,  because 
FAG’s  accounting  system  doesn’t  keep  a 
record  of  exactly  which  transactions  were 
affected  by  early  payment  discounts  *  *  *. 
Therefore,  FAG  calculated  customer-specific 
early  payment  discount  factors  by  dividing 
total  early  payment  discounts  actually 
granted  to  a  customer  by  total  sales  to  that 
customer. 

FAG  Kugelfischer  Georg  Schafer  KGaA 
Sales  Verificatitm  Report,  at  3  (April  27, 
1992). 

Regardless  of  whether  eaiiy  paj’ment 
discounts  were  paid  on  all  transactions, 
because  FAG  reported  early  payment 
discounts  based  on  customer-specific 
allocations  and  not  based  on  actual 


discounts  granted  on  each  transaction, 
we  have  treated  these  discotmts  as 
indiraot  selling  expenses,  in  accordance 
with  our  policy  on  discounts  and 
rebates  explained  above. 

Comment  3:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  not  accept  SKF- 
Italy’s,  SKF-Sweden’s  and  SKF- 
Germany’s  “billing  adjustment  2“  as  a 
direct  expmse.  These  adjustmrats  are 
not  identifiable  to  specific  sales,  and 
SKF  had  ample  opportunity  to  comply 
with  the  Department’s  repmting 
retirements. 

‘The  SKF  companies  claim  that  billing 
adjustment  2  represents  billing 
adjustments  issued  on  a  specific  invoice 
that  may  contain  multiple  products. 
Therefore,  it  is  not  possible  to  attribute 
the  adjustment  on  my  basis  other  than 
the  invoice  value.  further  claims 
that  the  Department  verified  SKF’s 
billing  adjustment  2  methodology  in 
Germany  and  Italy  and,  because  the 
billing  adjustments  are  directly  related 
to  sales,  the  Department  should  have 
treated  them  as  direct  deductions  to 
price.  SKF  argues  that  a  respondent 
need  not  attribute  each  adjustment 
claimed  to  a  particular  sale  in  mder  to 
qualify  for  an  adjustment  to  price. 
Smith-Corona  Group  v.  United  States, 
713  F.2d  1568, 1580  (Fed.  Qr.  1983), 
cert,  denied.  465  U.S.  1022  (1984).  SKF 
contmds  that  it  is  unreasonable  for  the 
Deparimrat  to  require  product-specific 
reporting  of  billing  adjustment  2  if 
sign’s  accounting  records  make  it 
impossible  to  report.  SKF’s  invoice- 
specific  reporting  is  consistent  with  the 
manner  in  which  it  actually  issues  the 
credit  and  debit  memos,  and  the 
allocation  methodology  does  not  distort 
the  analysis.  Therefore,  SKF  argues  that 
the  Department  should  accept  Uie 
allocation  of  billing  adjustments  2  as 
retried. 

Department’s  Position:  SKF’s  billing 
adjustments  2  are  corrections  in  price 
due  to  billing  errors,  and  we  generally 
allow  such  corrections  as  direct 
adjustments  to  price.  However,  because 
SIGF  cannot  attribute  the  adjustments  to 
particular  sales,  SKF  has  allocated  the 
adjustments  over  the  entire  invoice 
value,  which  may  contain  multiple 
sales.  Because  they  are  not  reported  on 
a  transaction-specific  basis  and  are 
allocated  over  groups  of  sales  cm  a 
cnistomer-speciflc  basis,  we  have  treated 
them  as  indirecrt  selling  expenses. 

Comment  4:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  not  a(x:ept  SKF- 
Germany’s  and  SKF-France’s  home 
market  cash  discounts  or  SKF-Sweden’s 
third  cxnmtry  cash  discounts  because 
they  are  not  reported  on  a  transaction- 
specific  basis.  In  additicm,  Torrington 
notes  that  SKF-France’s  hcmiie  mau^et 


cash  discoimts  are  not  reported  on  a 
customer-specnfic  basis.  Torrington 
asserts  that  the  Department  should  be 
consistent  with  the  agency  practice 
articulated  in  the  pricir  achninistrative 
review  and  disallow  the  cash  discount 
or,  in  the  alternative,  treat  SKF- 
Germany’s  and  SKF-Sweden’s  cash 
discounts  as  indirect  expenses. 

The  SKF  companies  argue  that  the 
Department  has  acx»pted  reasonable 
alienations  of  direct  price  adjustments  if 
limitations  of  their  normal  business 
records  prevent  a  more  specific 
all(x:ation  of  cash  discounts.  In  these 
cases,  the  SKF  accounting  systems  did 
not  allow  for  these  cash  discounts  to  be 
reported  on  a  transaction-specific  basis. 
Arguing  that  allcxotions  have  been 
acxept^  in  the  past,  SKF  refers  to  AFBs 
n.  57  FR  28360,  where  allocated  NMB 
billing  adjustments  were  treated  as 
direcd  expenses  and  allcxoted  SNR- 
France  rebates  were  treated  as  indirect 
expenses.  SKF-France  contends  that  the 
Department  should  treat  its  home 
market  cash  discounts  as  direert 
expenses  or,  alternatively,  treat  SKF- 
France’s  home  market  discoimts  as 
indirec:t  expenses. 

Department’s  Position:  We  have 
disallowed  SKF-Franco’s  cosh  discounts 
because  they  were  not  reported  on  a 
transac:tion-,  costomer-,  or  product- 
specific  basis.  We  have  treated  SKF- 
Germany’s  and  SKF-Sweden’s  cash 
discounts  as  indirect  selling  expenses 
becouse  they  were  allocoted  on  a 
customer-specrific  basis  and  actual 
amounts  were  not  reported  on  a 
transac:tion-specnfic  basis. 

Comment  5:  Torrington  argues  that, 
because  CRS  has  not  reported  ca^ 
discoimts  on  its  U.S.  sales  on  a  sales- 
specafic  basis,  the  Department  should 
follow  past  pracaico  and  use  as  BIA  the 
highest  discount  rate  offered  by  SKF- 
USA  in  their  terms  of  sales  for  all  CRS 
sales. 

SKF  argues  that  the  Department 
should  accept  the  ca^  discounts  as 
reported  by  CRS  and  not  resort  to  BIA. 
SIG^  contends  that,  because  CRS’s 
records  do  not  permit  SKF  to  associate 
cash  discounts  with  individual 
transactions  and  because  all  of  CRS’s 
customers  are  eligible  for  the  same 
percentage  cash  discount,  allocating 
total  discounts  paid  on  all  sales  eligible 
to  receive  a  discount  is  a  reasonable  and 
accurate  allocation  methodology. 

Department’s  Position:  Because  the 
cash  discount  was  not  paid  on  all  CRS 
sales  in  the  United  States,  SKFs 
allocation  has  not  captured  the  actual 
amount  of  discount  granted  on  each  sale 
for  which  SKF  reported  a  discount.  As 
a  result.  SKF  has  diluted  the  discount 
percentage  on  the  sales  that  actually 
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received  the  discount  Therefore,  as 
BIA,  we  have  applied  the  highest  cash 
discount  rate  offered  by  CRS  on  all  CRS 
sales. 

Commeni  6:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  be  consistent 
with  the  prior  review  and  disallow  two 
SKF-Italy  companies*  home  market  cash 
discount  claims  because  these  discoimts 
are  not  reported  on  a  transaction- 
specific  iMsis  or  even  a  customm^ 
specific  basis. 

SKF-Italy  argues  that  the  Department 
should  treat  tlM  home  market  cash 
discounts,  whidi  are  actually 
underpayments  firom  customers,  as 
direct  adiustments  to  price.  SKF’s 
accoimting  system  did  not  allow  for 
these  cash  discounts  to  be  reported  on 
a  sale-  or  customw-specific  basis.  SKF- 
Italy  claims  that,  just  because  it  is 
impossible  to  tie  a  {Mice  adjustment  to 
specific  sales  or  specific  customers,  the 
adjustment  does  not  lose  its  "direct" 
character.  SKF-Italy  cites  the  treatment 
of  NMB  price  adjustments  in  AFBs  II,  57 
FR  28360. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  vdth 
TcHTington.  Because  this  adjustment  was 
not  reported  on  a  transaction-specific  or 
on  a  customer-  or  product-specific  basis, 
we  have  disallow^  it.  See  the 
discussion  of  our  price  adjustment 
methodology  above. 

Comment  7:  Torrington  claims  that 
FAG-Germany  and  FAG-Italy  have 
apparently  not  reported  all  U.S.  rebates 
paid  or  ci^ited  an  1962  sales.  If  this 
data  is  not  reported,  the  Department 
should  use,  as  BIA.  the  highest  U.S. 
rebate  amount  paid  during  the  FOR.  In 
addition,  Torringt(Hi  claims  that  the 
Department  should  reject  FAG’s 
projected  1992  home  market  rebates 
because  they  are  based  (m  the 
assumption  that  1992  rdrates  will  be  the 
same  as  1991  rebates.  Torrington 
contends  that  a  do%vntum  in  sales  and 
an  operating  loss  in  the  first  half  of  1992 
cast  doubt  on  the  validity  of  the 
assumption  that  customers  invariably 
met  1992  rebate  goals.  Furthermore, 
Torrington  claims  that  FAG  had  ample 
time  to  submit  actual  1992  rebate 
informaticm  and.  because  FAG  failed  to 
do  so,  the  Departmmit  should  reject  the 
submitted  information,  as  was  done  in 
Final  Determination  of  Sales  at  Less 
Than  Fair  Value;  Certain  Iron 
Construction  Castings  from  Canada,  55 
FR  460  (1990). 

FAG-^rmany  and  FAG-Italy  argue 
that  they^estimated  with  reasonable 
precision  the  actual  home  market  and 
U.S.  rebate  amounts  paid  in  1992.  As  an 
example,  FAG  claims  that  when  a 
customer’s  rebate  percoitage  changed 
from  1991  to  1992,  the  reported  1992 
rebate  reflected  the  change. 


Furthermore,  when  eligibility  was 
discontinuad  for  1992,  no  re^te  was 
reported  for  1992  sales.  With  respect  to 
r^tes  not  repmted,  FAG-Germany 
claims  that  on  rare  occasicms,  FAG  and 
a  cristomer  may  come  to  an  agreement 
that  past  sales  merit  some  type  of  rebate 
or  compensation,  which  FAG  refers  to 
as  "speculative"  eligibility.  FAG  states 
that  any  compensation  will  ordinarily 
be  in  the  form  of  reduced  net  prices  on 
future  sales.  FAG  argues  that  home 
market  rebates  are  reasonably  projected 
in  the  same  manner  as  U.S.  rebates. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
FAG.  We  find  that  FAG’s  1992  U.S.  and 
home  market  rebates  have  been 
reasonably  projected.  See  Comment  1, 
above.  Furihermore,  actual  rebate  data 
was  not  yet  available.  Therefore, 
consistent  with  AFBs  II,  57  FR  28360, 
we  have  accepted  FAG’s  rebates  as 
reported. 

Comment  8;  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  reject  the  home 
market  rebates  claimed  by  NPBS 
because  they  were  not  fixed  at  the  time 
of  sale  and  because  they  were  calculated 
on  the  basis  of  monthly  sales  totals, 
which  may  include  non-covered 
merchandise. 

Emerson  and  NPBS  contend  that 
Torrington’s  allegations  regarding 
NPBS’s  home  market  rebates  are 
incorrect.  Emerson  and  NPBS  claim  that 
the  Department  reviewed  NPBS’s  rebate 
plan  in  detail  at  verification,  where 
NPBS  demonstrated  that  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  rebate  program  were 
known  by  all  customers  throughout  the 
POR. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Emerson  and  NPBS.  Home  market 
rebates  are  acceptable  as  a  direct 
expense  if  they  were  granted  as  a  fixed 
and  constant  percentage  of  sales  price 
on  all  transactions  for  which  they  are 
reported.  As  established  at  verification, 
the  non-OEM  rebates  were  known  at  the 
time  of  sale.  Therefore,  we  have  treated 
them  as  a  direct  expense.  OEM  rebates 
were  set  to  zero  in  the  final  results  as 
a  result  of  information  gathered  at 
verification. 

Comment  9:  Torrington  argues  that 
Nachi’s  allocati<Hi  for  home  market 
Rebates  3,  5,  6,  and  7  includes  out-of- 
scope  merchandise.  Because  the  CIT 
held  in  The  Torrington  Company  v. 
United  States  (Torrington),  818  F.  Supp. 
1563  (QT  1993)  that  &e  Department 
should  not  adjust  foreign  market  value 
for  expenses  that  may  relate,  even  in 
part,  to  out-of-scope  merchandise, 
Torrington  ccmtends  that  the 
Department  should  disallow  these 
rebates  for  these  final  results.  Torrington 
also  maintains  that  because  Nadii  did 


not  explain  how  Rebate  4  was 
calculated,  this  rebate  should  be  denied. 

Nachi  argues,  dting  its  questionnaire 
respmise,  that  its  rebates  were  reported 
on  a  customer-specific  basis  for  eligible 
merchandise  only.  Nachi  notes  that  the 
Department  verified  Nachi’s  rebate 
calculations  and  found  no  discrepancies 
at  verification. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington  that  Nachi’s 
calculations  for  Rebates  3,  5, 6,  and  7 
include  out-of-scope  merchandise. 
However,  we  reclassified  these  rebates 
as  indirect  selling  expenses  because 
they  were  based  on  customer-specific 
allocations,  not  actual  expenses,  and 
were  not  granted  as  fixed  and  constant 
percentages. 

We  also  disagree  with  TcHrington  with 
respect  to  Rebate  4.  Nachi’s 
questionnaire  response  explains  how 
Rebate  4  was  cakmlated,  and  vre  verified 
the  acciiracy  of  the  information.  Rebate 
4  was  calculated  mi  an  actual, 
transaction-specific  basis  and,  therefore, 
we  accepted  it  as  a  direct  adjustment  to 
FMV. 

Comment  10:  Torrington  and  Federal- 
Mogul  argue  that  the  Department  should 
not  allow  NSK’s  early  payment  discount 
as  a  direct  adjostmmit  to  home  market 
price.  Accmding  to  Torringtmi  and 
Federal-Mogul,  NSK’s  reporting  of  early 
payment  discounts  on  a  customer- 
specific  basis  not  only  fails  to  link  the 
discounts  to  specific  sales,  but  also 
raises  the  possibility  that  the  claimed 
discounts  include  those  granted  on 
merchandise  outside  the  scope  of  these 
reviews.  Therefore,  Tmrington  and 
Federal-Mogul  assert  that  the 
Department  should,  at  a  minimum,  treat 
NSK’s  early  payment  discounts  as 
indirect  selling  expenses. 

NSK  replies  that  it  cannot  link 
specific  early  payment  discounts  to 
specific  transactions  because  it  grants 
the  discounts  based  on  its  customers’ 
payments  of  monthly  invoices.  NSK  also 
argues  that  it  excluded  discounts  paid 
on  non-subject  merchandise  in 
calculating  its  early  payment  discounts, 
in  accordance  with  the  requirements  set 
forth  by  the  CIT  in  Torrin^on,  818  F. 
Supp.  1563.  Specifically,  NSK  states 
that  it  determined  the  amount  of  a 
customer’s  early  payment  discounts 
attributable  to  subject  merchandise 
using  a  customer-specific  ratio  of  sales 
of  subject  merchandise  to  total  sales.  As 
a  result,  NSK  requests  that  the 
Department  continue  to  treat  its  early 
payment  discounts  as  direct 
adjustments  to  price. 

Department’s  Position:  We  only 
accept  home  market  discounts  as  direct 
adjustments  to  price  if  actual  discounts 
are  reported  for  each  sale,  as  explained 
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above.  Therefore,  we  have  treated  NSK’s 
home  market  early  payment  discounts 
as  indirect  selliim  expenses. 

Conunent  11:  Torrington  ar^es  that 
the  Department  should  consider  NSK’s 
home  market  po8t*sale  price 
adjustments  and  lump-sum  rebates  to  be 
indirect  selling  expenses  rather  than 
direct  adjustments  to  price  because  such 
adjustments  and  rebates  are  not  reported 
on  a  sale-specific  basis. 

NSK  contends  that  it  reported  its  post¬ 
sale  price  adjustments  on  a  customer- 
and  product-specific  basis  and, 
therefore,  the  Department  should  treat 
these  adjustments  as  direct  deductions 
to  FMV. 

Department’s  Position:  Because  NSK's 
lump-sum  rebates  and  post-sale  price 
adjustments  are  reported  on  a  product- 
and  customer-specific  basis,  but  not  on 
a  transaction  si>ecific  basis,  we  have 
treated  them  as  an  indirect  expense. 

Comment  12:  Torrington  ar^es  that 
Koyo’s  reported  home  market  post-sale 
price  adjustments  should  not  be 
accepted  for  the  final  results,  or  at  a 
minimum  should  be  treated  as  indirect 
selling  expenses.  Torrington  claims  that 
Koyo’s  methodology  for  reporting  these 
adjustments  substantially  deviates  fiom 
the  questionnaire  instructions. 
Torrington  notes  that  rather  than 
reporting  invoice  and  product-specific 
price  adjustments,  Koyo  calculated  a 
customer-specific  post-sale  price 
adjustment  factor  mat  included  non¬ 
scope  merchandise.  Torrington  cites 
The  Torrington  Company  v.  United 
States,  Slip  Op.  93-44  at  39  (QT  March 
29, 1993)  in  support  of  its  argument  mat 
respondents  must  exclude  all  non-scope 
merchandise  from  its  calculations  of 
post-sale  price  adjustments  and  rebates. 
Torrington  also  notes  that  many  of 
Koyo’s  post-sale  price  adjustments 
represent  a  significant  proportion  of 
unit  prices.  Torrington  argues  mat  me 
magnitude  of  mese  adjustments  is 
anomalous  compared  wim  post-sale 
price  adjustments  on  omer  Koyo  sales 
during  the  period  and  should  be 
rejected  absent  further  explanation. 
Torrington  also  contends  mat  a  number 
of  discrepancies  discovered  at 
verification  illustrate  me  potential  for 
manipulation  of  me  dumping  margins. 
Torrington  asserts  mat  me  verification 
team  discovered  that  Koyo  (1)  failed  to 
report  post-sale  price  adjustments, 
which  resulted  in  higher  unit  prices  and 
(2)  selectively  reported  a  non-sample 
monm  sale  in  which  a  post-sale  price 
adjustment  was  entered  in  me  sample 
monm.  Finally,  Torrington  argues  mat 
post-sale  price  adjustments  granted  to 
customers  on  a  case-by-case  basis 
should  be  reported  as  rebates,  not  as 
billing  adjustments. 


Koyo  notes  mat  me  CUT  decision  dted 
by  Torrington  proposes  an  alternative 
reporting  memodology  whereby  billing 
adjustments  on  scope  merchandise  can 
be  calculated  by  identifying  me  ratio  of 
scope  sales  to  total  sales  and  applying 
mat  ratio  to  total  billing  adjustments. 
Koyo  asserts  mat  since  me  QT  decision 
was  not  issued  until  March  29, 1993,  me 
Department  should  eimer  reopen  me 
record  to  allow  respondents  to  submit 
me  ratios  of  scope  to  total  sales,  or 
refuse  to  accede  to  me  QT  decision  and 
continue  to  apply  me  memodology  used 
in  previous  reviews.  In  eimer  case,  Koyo 
argues  mat  me  Department  should  reject 
Torrington’s  argument  mat  me 
adjustment  should  be  denied.  Koyo  also 
argues  mat  post-sale  price  adjustments 
granted  to  customers  on  a  case-by-case 
basis  should  not  be  reported  as  rebates 
since  mese  price  adjustments  are  not 
based  on  any  pre-arranged  agreement 
wim  its  customers.  Koyo  argues  mat 
exceptionally  large  post-sale  price 
adjustments  are  the  exception  ramer 
man  me  rule,  and  account  for  less  man 
one  percent  of  Koyo’s  reported  home 
market  sales.  Finally,  Koyo  argues  mat 
me  verification  did  not  identi^  any 
manipulation  of  me  home  market 
database;  ramer  it  illustrated  one  of  me 
difficulties  in  reporting  a  sampled 
database,  and  confirm^  me  accuracy  of 
me  post-sale  price  adjustment  reporting 
methodology. 

Department’s  Position:  VVe  agree  wim 
Torrington  in  part.  Koyo  reported  home 
market  post-sale  price  adjustments 
based  on  customer-specific  allocations 
and  not  based  on  me  actual  price 
adjustments  made  for  each  transaction. 
Therefore,  we  have  treated  Koyo’s  post¬ 
sale  price  adjustments  as  indirect  selling 
expenses,  in  accordance  wim  our  policy 
explained  above. 

Comment  13:  Torrington  argues  mat, 
because  me  reporting  memodology 
employed  by  Koyo  to  calculate  its  home 
market  rebate  adjustment  includes 
rebates  granted  for  bom  subject  and 
non-subject  merchandise,  me 
Department  should  deny  me  rebate 
adjustment  or  at  a  minimum  classify  it 
as  an  indirect  selling  expense. 

Torrington  cites  The  Torrington 
Company  V.  United  States.  Slip  Op.  93- 
44  at  39  (March  29. 1993)  in  support  of 
its  argument. 

Koyo  notes  mat  me  QT  decision  cited 
by  Torrington  proposes  an  alternative 
reporting  memodology  whereby  rebates 
on  scope  merchandise  can  be  calculated 
by  identifying  me  ratio  of  scope  sales  to 
total  sales  and  applying  mat  ratio  to 
total  rebates.  Koyo  asserts  mat  since  me 
QT  decision  was  not  issued  imtil  March 
29, 1993,  me  Department  should  either 
reopen  me  record  to  allow  respondents 


to  submit  me  ratios  of  scope  to  total 
sales,  or  refuse  to  accede  to  me  QT 
decision  and  continue  to  apply  me 
memodology  used  in  previous  reviews. 

In  eimer  case,  Koyo  argues  mat  me 
Department  should  reject  Torrington’s 
argument  mat  me  adjustment  should  be 
denied. 

Department’s  Position:  Koyo  granted 
rebates  as  a  fixed  and  constant 
[wrcentage  of  home  market  price  on  all 
sales  to  specific  customers.  Because  we 
have  actual  rebate  information  on  me 
subject  merchandise,  me  issue  of 
whemer  rebates  were  also  granted  on 
non-scope  merchandise  is  irrelevant. 
Therefore,  we  have  accepted  Kcyo’s 
rebates  as  a  direct  adjustment  to  home 
market  price,  in  accordance  with  our 
policy  on  discounts  and  rebates 
exp^lained  above. 

Comment  14;  Torrington  argues  mat 
Koyo  should  be  requir^  to  report  its 
adjustments  to  U.S.  price  on  a 
transaction-specific  basis.  Torrington 
asserts  mat  the  Department  should 
disregard  Koyo’s  claim  mat,  due  to  its 
bookkeeping  practices,  it  is  unable  to 
report  transaction-specific  information. 
According  to  Torrington,  Koyo  has  had 
enough  time  since  me  first  review  to 
adjust  its  bookkeeping  practices  in 
accordance  with  the  reporting 
requirements  of  mis  proceeding. 
Torrington  argues  mat  me  Department 
should  assume  as  BIA  mat  Koyo’s 
customers  received  me  highest 
discounts  offered.  In  addition, 
Torrington  argues  mat  me  Department 
should  disallow  me  adjustments  for 
credit  mat  increase  U.S.  price. 
Torrington  asserts  mat  mis  adjustment 
is  inappropriate  due  to  me  fact  mat  it 
may  relate  to  a  sale  in  a  previous  period, 
or  to  me  sale  of  merchandise  outside  me 
scope  of  me  review. 

Koyo  argues  mat  me  Department  has 
accepted  Koyo’s  reporting  memodology 
in  past  reviews,  and  has  not  been  put  on 
notice  by  me  Department  mat  a  different 
accounting  system  should  be  adopted. 
Therefore,  me  Department  should 
continue  to  accept  Koyo’s  reporting 
methodology.  Koyo  also  notes  mat  me 
Department  has  accepted  in  me  past 
review  credit  balances  mat  increase  U.S. 
price. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  wim 
Torrington  in  part.  We  required  U.S. 
discounts  to  be  reported  on  an  actual, 
transaction-specific  basis,  as  explained 
above,  because  any  allocation  of 
discounts  would  dilute  me  discounts 
actually  received  on  particular  sales. 
Therefore,  as  BIA  for  early  payment 
discounts  (Discount  1).  we  nave  applied 
me  highest  early  payment  discount  rate 
ofiered  by  Koyo  on  all  of  Koyo’s  U.S. 
sales  receiving  mis  discount.  As  BLA  for 
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Koyo's  sales  and  freight  allowance 
discount  (Discount  2),  we  have  applied 
to  all  U.S.  sales  racrtving  this  discount 
the  highest  customer-specific  discount 
factor  reported  by  Koyo.  However,  we 
have  accepted  Koyo’s  NUing 
adjustments  because  Koyo  repented 
them  on  an  invoice-  and  product- 
specific  basis.  We  have  also  accepted 
Koyo’s  U.S.  rebates  because  they  were 
incurred  as  a  fixed  percentage  of  sales 
price  on  all  sales  for  which  they  were 
reported,  and  wwre  reported  cm  a 
customer-specific  basis. 

7.  Families,  Model  Match,  Difmer 

Comment  1:  Toirington  contends  that 
the  Department’s  determination  of  the 
parameters  of  such  or  similar 
merdiandise  under  section  771(16)  of 
the  Tariff  Act  is  impermissibly  narrow. 
Specifically,  TcHrington  maintains  that 
the  limitation  of  su^  or  similar 
merchandise  to  bearings  that  belong  to 
the  same  bearing  family  is  improper 
because  of  the  Department’s 
requirement  that  bearings  must  share 
certain  physical  characteristics  (e.g., 
precision  grades)  in  order  to  be 
considered  members  of  the  same  family. 

Toirington  notes  that  the  rtatute 
prefers  sales  over  CV  as  the  basis  for 
FMV  and  argues  that  the  Department 
did  not  accord  this  preference  sufficient 
weight  because  it  ii^ediately  resorted 
to  constructed  value  for  obswvations  for 
which  no  model  or  family  match  could 
be  made.  Tcxrington  states  that  the 
statutory  preference  fix'  price-based 
comparisons  is  justified  because:  (1) 
Costs  are  more  susceptible  to 
manipulation  than  prices,  and  (2)  price 
comparisoDs  are  mote  directly  relevant 
to  the  issue  of  international  price 
discrimination,  which  is  the  primary 
concern  of  the  antidumping  duty  law. 

Toirington  cites  section  771(16KC)  in 
support  of  its  (xmtention  that  a  product 
that  is  not  a  member  of  the  same  bearing 
family  as  the  subject  merchandise 
should  still  be  considered  similar  and. 
therefore,  used  as  the  basis  of 
comparison  before  resetting  to 
constructed  value  if  ih  (1)  Is  within  the 
same  general  fdass  or  kind;  (2)  is  like  the 
subject  merchandise  in  the  purposes  for 
which  used;  and  (3)  may  reasonably  be 
compared  to  the  si^ject  merchandise. 

Torrington  argues  that  the  Department 
has  construed  the  phrase  “such  or 
similar”  broadly  in  past  investigations 
and  administrative  reviews  to  allow 
comparison  of  merchandise  with 
substantially  different  physical 
dimensions.  Torringtim  cites  Tapered 
Roller  Bearings  from  Japan;  Fin^ 
Determination  of  SalM  at  Less  Than  Fair 
Value,  52  FR  30700,  30702-03  (1987), 
affd,  NTN  Bearing  Corp.  of  America  v. 


United  States,  14  OT  623, 633-34,  747 
F.  Supp.  72B,  735-737  (1990).  as 
particularly  relevant  to  the  current  AFB 
reviews.  Torrington  recommends  that 
the  Department  use  either  the  single 
deviation  methodology  or  the  sum  of  the 
deviations  methodology,  both  of  whidi 
have  been  emplojred  in  the  Japanese 
tapered  roller  bearing  (TRB)  reviews,  to 
determine  the  most  similar  merchandise 
in  the  current  AFB  reviews.  Under  these 
methodologies,  different-sized  bearings 
could  be  exmsidered  similar  and 
thwefore  used  to  make  price-to-price 
comparisrms. 

Toirington  suggests  that  this  ap[xoadi 
is  in  accoidance  with  the  catalogs  of 
certain  respondents,  wherein  bearings  of 
slightly  different  physical  dimensions 
are  grouped  together.  Torrington  states 
that  the  use  of  this  approach  would  not 
result  in  the  comparison  of  models  with 
large  cost  variances,  since  a  20-percent 
di^rence  in  merchandise  (difrMr)  cap 
would  still  be  used  in  these  reviews. 

The  difrner  cap  prohibits  the  use  of 
potentially  similar  merchandise  as  FMV 
when  the  diffaronce  in  merchandise 
(measured  as  the  difference  in  variable 
manufacturing  costs)  between  the  U.S. 
model  and  the  potentially  siniilar 
mmtihandise  exceeds  20-percent  of  the 
total  manufacturing  costs  of  the  U.S. 
model. 

Toiringtfm  also  argues  that  because 
the  family  approach  has  been  used  in 
past  reviews,  respondents  have  had  time 
to  structiue  their  prices  to  take 
advantage  of  this  approach  and 
imdermine  the  purpose  of  the 
antidumping  duty  orders. 

For  these  reasons,  Torrington  argues 
that  the  limitation  of  “similar 
merchandise”  to  bearing  families  is  an 
abuse  of  the  discretion  granted  to  the 
Department  by  the  statute.  Torrington 
has  submitted  sample  SAS  programs, 
which  Toirington  states  employ  a  TRB- 
style  methodology  with  respect  to  the 
models  produced  by  certain 
respondents  and  wffich  result  in  more 
price-to-price  comparisons  than  the 
AFB  methodology.  See,  e.g.,  Torrington 
Pub.  Pre-Prelim.  Deter.  Cmnts.  on  FAG 
at  Pub.  Exh.  3  (March  22, 1993). 

Federal-Mogul  supports  Torrington 's 
argument  that  the  Department’s 
definition  of  “similar  merchandise”  in 
these  reviews  is  unduly  narrow,  and 
further  notes  that  the  fact  that  domestic 
producers  approved  of  the  “family” 
approach  in  previous  reviews  should 
not  prevent  the  modificatimi  of  this 
approach  if  it  has  proven  to  be 
ineffective.  Feder^-Mogul  states  that 
this  approach  is  particidarly  flawed 
with  respect  to  matching  subject 
merchandise  {xoduced  by  M^er. 
Federal^4ogul  contends  that  certain 


merchandise  sold  by  Meter  in  the 
United  States  is  idmtical  to 
merchandise  sold  in  Italy  except  for 
slight  differences  in  bearing  width.  Yet, 
according  to  the  Departmmt’s  family 
approach,  these  bearings  cannot  be 
compared. 

Several  respimdents  agree  that  there  is 
a  statutory  preference  for  price-to-price 
as  opposed  to  price-to-CV  comparisons, 
but  state  that  the  statute  vests  the 
Department  with  the  authority  to 
determine  whethm  the  home  market 
merchandise  and  subject  merchandise 
may  reasonably  be  compared.  Koyo 
contends  that  the  statutory  preference 
for  price-to-price  comparisems  does  not 
mean  that  ail  posnble  sales  comparisons 
are  preferred  to  the  use  of  constructed 
value  as  a  matter  of  law.  Koyo  maintains 
that  the  Department’s  model  match 
methodology  frx  the  oirrent  AFB 
reviews,  in  particular  the  family  concept 
on  which  the  methodology  is  based,  is 
a  reasonable  exercise  of  the 
Department’s  discretion  because  it 
considers  the  commercial  realities  of  the 
AFB  market,  in  particular  the  extensive 
variety  of  models  in  the  market  and  the 
fact  that  families  of  similar  bearings  do 
exist.  GMN  argues  that  the  statutory 
preference  for  price4}ased  comparisons 
is  not  absolute,  as  demonstrated  by 
cases  where  the  Department  has 
resorted  directly  to  CV  whmi  sales  are 
below  cost. 

Koyo  further  argues  that  the 
Department’s  def^tion  of  family  is 
sufficiently  broad  by  noting  that 
although  all  bearings  classified  in  the 
same  family  share  certain  characteristics 
(e.g.,  precision  grade),  they  do  not  have 
to  be  identical  across  the  board  to  be 
within  the  same  family,  and  may  have 
differences  sixh  as  raw  materiaU 
compoation  and  the  presence  or 
absence  of  shields  and  seals. 

In  response  to  Tmrrington’s  statement 
that  the  Department  should  use  the  TRB 
model  match  methodology,  ^CF  and 
Koyo  note  that  the  TRB  reviews  involve 
far  fewer  models  than  the  AFB  reviews 
and  suggest  that  the  TRB  models  differ 
from  AFB  models  in  certain 
fundamental  physical  characteristics 
and  in  the  manner  in  which  those 
characteristics  vary  from  one  model  to 
another.  SKF  further  states  that  a 
different  model  match  approach  for 
AFBs  is  justified  because  the  technical 
criteria  examined  by  the  Department  for 
tapmed  roller  bearings  (e.g.,  the  “Y 
factex”)  are  not  the  same  as  those  for 
AFBs.  SKF  argues  that  Torrington ’s 
identification  of  products  that  would 
allegedly  qualify  as  similar  using  the 
Department’s  TRB  methodology,  but  noc 
the  AFB  methodology,  is  incomplete 
because  Torrington  does  not  analyze 
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how  many  of  these  products  would  pass 
the  20-percent  dihner  test  used  in  the 
preliminary  margin  calculations  for 
AFBs.  SKF  further  notes  that  Torrington 
did  not  employ  a  below  cost  of 
production  test  in  its  identification  of 
observations  where  the  Department 
resorted  to  constructed  value  in  the 
model  match,  and  states  that  SKF’s 
catalog  does  not  provide  support  for  the 
TRB  approach  suggested  by  Torrington. 
GMN  states  that  scope  determinations 
made  by  the  Department,  particularly 
with  respect  to  needle  and  cylindrical 
roller  belongs,  demonstrate  that 
information  contained  in  company 
catalogs  is  not  dispositive  to 
determinations  made  by  the 
Department. 

several  respondents  contend  that  the 
model  match  issue  is  well  settled  and 
that  all  parties  have  already  had 
sufficient  opportunity  to  air  their  views 
on  this  issue.  Respondents  state  that  the 
issues  regarding  the  model  match 
methodology  have  been  heard  on 
several  previous  occasions  and  that  the 
Department  has  refused  to  accept  the 
methodology  proposed  by  Torrington; 
accordingly,  tne  Department  should  not 
change  its  methodology  absent 
compelling  circumstances.  SKF  argues 
that  Torrington  eirolicitly  assented  to 
the  Department’s  family  matching 
methodology  during  the  Department’s 
solicitation  of  pre-review  comments 
prior  to  the  first  reviews. 

Department’s  Position:  Consistent 
with  the  final  results  of  the  first  reviews 
(AFBs  1, 56  FR  at  31714-15)  and  second 
reviews  (AFBs  B,  57  FR  at  28364-66), 
we  determine  to  use  the  family 
approach  in  the  current  reviews  as  an 
appropriate  method  of  determining  such 
or  similar  merchandise.  Pursuant  to 
sections  773(a)(1)  and  771(16)  of  the 
Tariff  Act,  our  model  mat(^ 
methodology  first  attempts  to  match  a 
bearing  sold  in  the  United  States  with 
identi^  bearings  sold  in  the  home 
market.  If  we  fail  to  find  an  identical 
bearing,  we  then  attempt  to  match  a 
bearing  sold  in  the  United  States  with 
“similu”  bearings,  i.e.,  bearings  within 
the  same  “family,”  sold  in  the  home 
market.  If  we  fail  to  find  a  similar 
match,  we  will  match  a  bearing  sold  in 
the  United  States  with  its  constructed 
value  pursuant  to  section  773(a)(2)  of 
the  Tariff  Act.  Therefore,  our  resort  to 
constructed  value  as  FMV  when 
identical  or  similar  merchandise  is  not 
available  for  comparison  purposes  is 
consistent  with  the  statute. 

As  both  petitioners  and  respondents 
recognize,  the  Department  has  the 
authority  to  determine  what 
merchandise  qualifies  as  such  or  similar 
for  the  ptuposes  of  the  statute.  United 


Engineering  S’  Forging  v.  United  States, 
779  F.  Supp.  1375, 1380-62  (tiT  1991); 
NTN  Bearing  Corp.  v.  United  States 
[NTS  Bearing^.  747  F.  Supp.  726,  735- 
36  (QT 1990);  Kerr-McGee  Chem.  Corp. 

V.  United  States,  741 F.  Supp.  947, 951- 
52  (Crr  1990);  Monsanto  Oo.  v.  United 
States,  698  F.  Supp.  275,  277-278  (OT 
1988);  Timken  Cb.  v.  United  States 
{Timken  I),  630  F.  Supp.  1327, 1338 
(Crr  1986).  Moreover,  the  Department 
has  a  statutory  responsibility  to 
determine  what  merchandise  produced 
in  the  home  market  is  the  most  similar 
to  models  sold  in  the  United  States. 

NTN  Bearing  747  F.  Supp.  at  735-36; 
Timken  1, 630  F.  Supp.  at  1337-38. 
Accordingly,  the  statute  requires  a 
methodology  that  identifies  matches  of 
reasonably  similar  merchandise  and 
prevents  matches  of  dissimilar  models. 

In  the  context  of  the  current  AFB 
reviews,  the  family  model  match 
approach  constitutes  an  appropriate  use 
of  discretion.  Contrary  to  petitioner’s 
claim  that  the  family  approach  limits 
similar  bearings  to  nearly  identical 
merchandise,  distinctly  different 
bearings  may  be  classified  within  the 
same  family.  For  example,  bearings 
classified  in  the  same  family  may  have 
the  same  physical  dimensions,  but  their 
material  composition  might  differ 
substantially.  For  this  reason,  we  have 
applied  the  20-percent  difmer  test.  The 
selection  of  certain  criteria  to  define 
similar  merchandise,  to  the  exclusion  of 
other  considerations,  is  an  appropriate 
exercise  of  administrative  discretion. 
Timken  1, 630  F.  Supp.  at  1338;  United 
Engineering  S’  Forging,  779  F.  Supp.  at 
1381;  NTN  Bearing,  747  F.  Supp.  at  736. 

Civen  the  above  facts,  petitioners’ 
argument — that  all  possible  sales 
comparisons  are  necessarily  preferred  to 
the  use  of  constructed  value  as  a  matter 
of  law — is  flawed.  Section  773(a)(2)  of 
the  Tariff  Act  specifically  provides  that 
when  neither  identical  merchandise  nor 
similar  merchandise  is  available  for 
comparison,  the  Department  may  resort 
to  constructed  value  as  FMV.  The  goal 
in  establishing  a  model  match 
methodology  is  not  simply  to  set  up  a 
method  that  yields  the  greatest  number 
of  matches  between  U.S.  and  home 
market  models;  the  goal,  rather,  is  to  set 
up  a  method  that  identifies  matches  of 
reasonably  “similar”  merchandise,  but 
that  distinguishes  and  prevents  matches 
of  dissimilar  models,  liie  statute  clearly 
permits  the  use  of  constructed  value 
where  the  Department  determines  that 
models  in  the  two  markets  cannot  be 
considered  “similar”  merchandise 
whose  comparison  is  acceptable  imder 
the  antidumping  statute. 

Petitioner's  argument  that  we  should 
apply  the  model  match  methodology 


developed  in  TRBs  from  Japan  in  these 
AFBs  reviews  is  also  unconvincing.  A 
model  matching  methodology  is 
developed  for  particular  piquets  on  a 
case-by-case  basis.  Therefore,  the 
methodology  used  in  another 
proceeding  or  review  is  not  necessarily 
the  proper  one  for  the  subject 
mei^andise  in  these  reviews.  The 
family  approach  used  in  the  current 
reviews  was  specifically  designed  to 
take  into  accoimt  the  salient 
characteristics  of  the  AFB  market, 
particularly  the  large  number  of 
individual  bearing  models  that  are 
offered  for  sale  and  the  fact  that  many 
models  may  be  traced  to  a  core  family 
because  they  share  the  follovring  eight 
characteristics:  load  direction,  bearing 
design,  number  of  rows  of  rolling 
elements,  precision  rating,  dynamic 
load  rating,  outside  diameter,  inside 
diameter,  and  width/height. 

The  SAS  programs  submitted  by 
Torrington  in  support  of  its  contention 
that  a  TRB-style  approach,  according  to 
Torrington,  would  result  in  more  price- 
to-price  comparisons  do  not  indicate 
that  our  family  approach  is 
unreasonable.  We  are  not  persuaded 
that  Torrington ’s  method  would  in  fact 
result  in  more  price-to-price 
comparisons  because  Torrington ’s 
method  ignores  the  fact  that  home 
market  sales  may  be  an  inadequate  basis 
for  comparison  for  reasons  other  than 
the  lack  of  a  family  match;  for  instance, 
home  market  sales  are  disqualified  if 
they  fail  either  the  cost  test  or  the  20- 
percent  difiner  test.  Furthermore,  as 
explained  above,  the  goal  in  selecting  a 
model  match  methodology  is  not  to  find 
the  greatest  number  of  matches  per  se, 
but  to  find  the  greatest  number  of 
matches  of  reasonably  similar 
merchandise. 

When  the  family  approach  was 
developed,  all  parties,  including 
Torrington,  agreed  that  it  was 
reasonable  not  to  conduct  any  ranging  of 
the  criteria  that  would  allow  bearings 
with  differences  in  the  above  eight 
characteristics  to  be  considered 
members  of  the  same  family.  The 
concern  was  that  ranging  the  criteria 
would  force  comparisons  of  modeb 
with  greatly  varying  costs.  Civen  the 
fact  that  the  AFB  market  is  comprised 
of  literally  thousands  of  different 
bearing  models,  it  is  appropriate  for  the 
Department  to  require  that  bearings 
share  these  eight  characteristics  in  order 
to  effect  our  statutory  mandate  to 
determine  when  a  reasonable 
comparison  can  be  made.  For  these 
reasons  we  disagree  with  Federal- 
Mogul’s  contention  that  the  family 
approach  is  particularly  flawed  with 
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respect  to  matching  subject  merchandise 
produced  by  Meter. 

The  history  of  the  AFB  proceedings  to 
date  demonstrates  that  all  parties, 
including  Torrington,  have  had 
numerous  occasions  to  air  their  views 
on  this  issue.  We  solicited  comments 
from  interested  parties  in  devising  the 
family  approach  for  the  first  AFB 
reviews,  at  which  time  Torrington  stated 
that  this  proposition  was  basically 
unobjectionable.  The  specific 
characteristics  of  the  AFB  market — 
thousands  of  models  sold,  many  of 
which  are  grouped  around  the  same 
family — are  as  true  of  the  current 
reviews  as  they  were  when  Torrington 
voiced  its  approval  of  the  family 
approach.  The  parties  have  had  several 
other  opporttinities  to  comment  on  this 
issue  and  the  Department  has  carefully 
weighed  the  considerations  raised  in 
determining  that  the  family  approach 
represents  a  reasonable  m^el  match 
methodology  with  respect  to  the  AFB 
market. 

This  methodology  was  developed  in 
the  interest  of  maintaining  a  stable  and 
predictable  approach  to  the 
antidumping  duty  margin  calculations 
for  the  subject  merchandise.  Torrington 
has  not  provided  substantive  evidence 
to  support  its  assertion  that  the  fact  that 
the  family  approach  was  used  in  past 
reviews  will  allow  respondents  to 
restructure  their  prices  to  take 
advantage  of  its  use  in  subsequent 
reviews.  Although  we  will  continue  to 
consider  the  appropriateness  of  our 
matching  criteria,  we  will  alter  the 
criteria  we  have  consistently  applied 
only  when  compelling  reasons  exist.  See 
Final  Determination  of  Sales  at  Less 
Than  Fair  Value;  Certain  Residential 
Door  Locks  and  Parts  Thereof  from 
Taiwan,  54  FR  53153,  53157  (Dec.  27, 
1989). 

Comment  2:  Federal-Mogul  and  Koyo 
contend  that  the  Department’s  practice 
of  using  constructed  value  as  the  FMV 
for  each  model  that  is  sold  below  the 
cost  of  production  in  over  90  percent  of 
home  market  sales  of  that  model  over  an 
extended  period  of  time,  without  first 
attempting  to  use  the  price  of  a 
“similar”  model  as  FMV,  is  contrary  to 
the  statutory  preference  for  price-based 
FMVs  over  CV-based  FMVs.  Federal- 
Mogul  states  that  under  section  773(a)  of 
the  Tariff  Act.  CV  may  not  be  used 
unless  FMV  cannot  be  based  upon  the 
prices  of  sales  of  such  or  similar 
merchandise.  Federal-Mogul  suggests 
that  the  use  of  CV  in  this  instance, 
before  exhausting  all  possible  family 
matches  (similar  mer^andise),  is  due  to 
a  pro^mming  error. 

^A  states  that  this  issue  is  not  a 
programming  error  but  is  instead  a 


policy  decision  that  was  commented 
upon  by  interested  parties  and  decided 
during  the  second  reviews. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Federal-Mogul’s  and  Koyo’s 
contention  that  the  statute  and 
regulations  express  a  preference  for 
price-to-price  comparisons  such  that,  in 
the  event  that  a  "matched”  home  market 
model  forms  an  inadequate  FMV 
because  of  extensive  below-cost  sales, 
the  Department  should  calculate  FMV 
based  on  the  prices  of  the  next  most 
similar  merchandise  before  resorting  to 
CV. 

We  first  note  that  this  issue  arises 
only  in  situations  where  aJJ  home 
market  sales  of  a  model  are  disregarded 
due  to  the  below-cost  test.  Under  our 
ciirrent  methodology,  we  disregard  all 
home  market  sales  of  a  model  ^m  our 
analysis  and  immediately  resort  to  CV  if 
more  than  90  percent  of  the  sales  of  that 
model  were  made  below  cost  over  an 
extended  period  of  time,  and  are  not  at 
prices  that  permit  recovery  of  all  costs 
within  a  reasonable  period  of  time  in 
the  normal  course  of  trade.  See  section 
773(b)  of  the  Tariff  Act.  If  between  10 
and  90  percent  of  the  sales  meet  these 
requirements,  we  disregard  only  the 
specific  below-cost  sales  from  our 
analysis  and  use  the  remaining  above¬ 
cost  sales  as  a  basis  of  determining  FMV 
for  that  model.  If  over  90  percent  of  the 
sales  were  at  prices  above  cost,  we  do 
not  disregard  any  below-cost  sales. 

Section  773(a)  of  the  Tariff  Act 
expresses  a  preference  for  using  the 
price  of  such  or  similar  merchandise  as 
the  FMV  before  resorting  to  CV. 
However,  section  773(b)  directs  the 
Department  to  immediately  resort  to  CV 
if  no  sales  of  the  merchandise  that  is  the 
basis  of  the  price-based  comparison  are 
adequate  as  FMV  under  the  cost  test: 

Whenever  sales  are  disregarded  by  virtue 
of  having  been  made  at  less  than  the  cost  of 
production  and  the  remaining  sales,  made  at 
not  less  than  the  cost  of  production,  are 
determined  to  be  inadequate  as  a  basis  for  the 
determination  of  foreign  market  value  under 
subsection  (a)  of  this  section,  the 
administering  authority  shall  employ  the 
constructed  value  of  the  merchandise  to 
determine  its  foreign  market  value. 

Section  773(b). 

Accordingly,  since  the  statute 
explicitly  provides  for  the  use  of 
constructed  value  as  FMV  when  there 
are  no  sales  of  a  given  model  that  form 
an  adequate  basis  for  comparison  (i.e., 
when  over  90  percent  of  home  market 
sales  of  the  model  were  sold  below  cost 
over  an  extended  period  of  time,  and  are 
not  at  prices  that  permit  recovery  of  all 
costs  within  a  reasonable  period  of  time 
in  the  normal  course  of  trade),  we  have 
followed  the  statutory  mandate  of 


resorting  to  constructed  value  in  this 
situation.  See  Final  Determination  of 
Sales  at  Less  'Than  Fair  Value: 
Ferrosilicon  from  Venezuela,  58  FR 
27522,  27534  (May  10, 1993);  Final 
Determination  of  Sales  at  Less  'Than  Fair 
Value:  Circular  Welded  Non-Alloy  Steel 
Pipe  from  the  Republic  of  Korea,  57  FR 
42942,  42947-48  (September  17, 1992); 
and  AIBs  11, 57  FR  at  28373.  Contrary 
to  Federal-Mogul’s  and  Koyo’s 
contentions,  therefore,  the  statute  does 
not  require  the  exhaustion  of  all 
possible  family  matches  (similar 
merchandise)  before  resorting  to  CV. 

'This  practice  does  not  conflict  with 
other  provisions  in  the  statute.  In  order 
to  determine  FMV  under  section  773(a). 
the  Department  must  first  select  the 
most  similar  merchandise.  Section 
771(16)  of  the  Tariff  Act  defines  such  or 
similar  merchandise  and  provides  a 
hierarchy  of  preferences  for  determining 
which  merchandise  sold  in  the  foreign 
market  is  most  similar  to  the 
merchandise  sold  in  the  United  States. 
Section  771(16)  also  expresses  a 
preference  for  the  use  of  identical  over 
similar  merchandise,  stating 
categorically  that  such  or  similar 
merchandise  is  the  merchandise  that 
falls  into  the  first  hierarchical  category 
in  which  comparisons  can  be  made. 
Although  we  conduct  the  below-cost 
test  before  attempting  to  match  U.S.  and 
home  market  merchandise,  models  that 
were  sold  below-cost  in  over  90  percent 
of  home  market  sales  are  not 
disregarded  on  below-cost  grounds  until 
after  the  most  similar  model  match  is 
found  under  section  771(16). 

Section  771(16)  requires  us  to 
descend  through  successive  levels  of  the 
hierarchy  until  sales  of  such  or  similar 
merchandise  are  found.  However,  it 
does  not  condition  the  determination  of 
such  or  similar  merchandise  on  any 
basis  other  than  the  similarity  of  the 
merchandise.  In  particular,  section 
771(16)  directs  the  Department  only  to 
"the  first  of  the  following  categories 
*  *  *”  and  not  to  the  next  category 
when  the  first  match  is  below  cost.  If 
this  were  not  the  case,  the  cost  test 
would  inappropriately  become  part  of 
the  basis  for  determining  what 
constitutes  such  or  similar  merchandise, 
which  is  clearly  not  the  purpose  of  the 
cost  test.  Therefore,  because  section 
771(16)  specifies  that  the  determination 
of  such  or  similar  merchandise  depends 
solely  on  the  similarity  of  the 
merchandise  and  not  on  whether  the 
most  similar  model  is  sold  above  exist, 
our  resort  to  CV,  after  finding  the  most 
similar  model  and  then  determining  that 
it  is  sold  below  cost  in  over  90  percent 
of  home  market  sales,  does  not  cxinflict 
with  this  provision.  * 
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Accordingly,  we  followed  our  current 
practice  and  based  FMV  on  CV  when 
Mlow-cost  sales  eliminate  a  comparison 
with  the  most  similar  home  market 
model. 

Comment  3:  Koyo,  NMB  Pelmec,  and 
NTN  argue  that  the  Department  should 
use  the  variable  cost  of  mantifacturing 
(VCX)M)  of  U.S.  models,  rather  than  the 
total  cost  of  manufacturing,  as  the 
denominator  for  the  20-di&ner  test. 

Koyo  argues  that  since  the  numerator  of 
the  formula  is  the  absolute  difference 
between  the  VCOM  of  the  home  market 
and  the  U.S.  model,  the  denominator 
should  consist  of  the  VCX>M  of  the  U.S. 
model,  not  the  total  COM.  NMB  argues 
that  only  variable  manufacturing  costs 
should  be  considered  in  calculating  the 
diimer,  since  19  CFR  353.57  limits  the 
dihner  adjustment  to  differences  in  the 
physical  characteristics  of  the 
merchandise.  NTN  argues  that  the  use  of 
total  COM  in  the  denominator  is  an 
arbitrary  shift  in  policy  that  fails  to 
represent  the  goal  of  the  family  match 
methodology,  which  is  to  use  the  family 
as  the  FMV  only  when  the  costs  of  the 
family  are  reasonably  close  to  the  costs 
of  the  U.S.  model. 

Koyo  also  argues  that  the  Department 
should  not  compare  the  variable 
manufacturing  costs  of  the  U.S.  model 
to  the  weight^'Bverage  variable 
manufacturing  costs  of  the  bearing ' 
family.  Instead,  the  Department  should 
conduct  the  dihner  test  on  each  home 
market  model  that  comprises  the 
bearing  family  in  order  to  ensure  that  no 
home  market  models  that  are  dissimilar 
to  U.S.  models  in  terms  of  commercial 
value  are  treated  as  similar  merchandise 
fo^urposes  of  the  model  match. 

Tomngton  disagrees  with 
respondents  concerning  the  proper 
denominator  for  the  diteer  test,  stating 
that  a  recent  ITA  policy  bulletin 
supports  the  use  of  total  manufacturing 
costs  as  the  denominator,  and  that 
neither  the  statute  nor  the  regulations 
limit  the  difmer  test  to  variable 
manufacturing  costs. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  respondents.  The  total  COM  is  an 
appropriate  point  of  reference  for  the 
20-percent  dihner  test.  We  are 
measuring  the  physical  differences  in 
merchandise,  for  which  we  make  an 
adjustment  pursuant  to  19  CFR  353.57. 
Since  differences  in  VCOM  are 
primarily  attributable  to  physical 
differences  in  merchandise,  it  is 
appropriate  to  use  VCOM  in  the 
numerator. 

The  purpose  of  choosing  the  total 
COM  as  the  point  of  reference  is  to 
provide  a  stable  benchmark  against 
which  the  absolute  size  of  the  physical 
difference  in  merchandise  can  be 


compared  in  order  to  determine  if  the 
difference  is  so  large  that  the  two 
products  being  compared  cannot  be 
considered  similar  for  the  piuposes  of 
the  model  match.  We  are  not  using  the 
price  of  the  U.S.  model  as  this 
benchmark  because  the  price  of  the 
model  may  be  distorted  if  the  model  is 
sold  at  less  than  foreign  market  value  in 
the  United  States.  Total  COM  is 
preferable  to  VCOM  as  a  point  of 
reference  because  it  more  closely 
approximates  the  value  of  the  model. 

We  also  reject  Koyo’s  proposal  that 
we  conduct  a  dihner  test  on  each  home 
market  model  that  comprises  the 
bearing  family.  The  di^er  test  is  only 
necessary  when  "similar”  merchandise 
is  used  in  determining  FMV.  In  these 
reviews,  we  define  similar  merchandise 
as  the  bearing  family  to  which  the 
relevant  model  sold  in  the  United  States 
belongs.  Since  it  is  the  weighted-average 
price  of  the  bearing  family  that  is  being 
used  as  FMV  in  the  case  of  “similar” 
matches,  and  not  the  price  of  any  of  the 
individual  bearings  that  comprise  the 
bearing  family,  the  appropriate  difiner 
test  is  a  comparison  of  the  VCOM  of  the 
model  sold  in  the  U.S.  with  the 
weighted-average  VCOM  of  the  bearing 
family. 

Comment  4:  Torrington  and  Koyo 
allege  that  the  computer  program  the 
Department  used  to  calculate  Koyo’s 
preliminary  results  contains  a  clerical 
error  that  results  in  the  failure  to  make 
any  family  matches. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  that 
for  the  preliminary  results  we 
committed  a  clerical  error  that  resulted 
in  the  failure  to  use  any  families  as 
FMVs  for  Koyo’s  preliminary  results. 

We  have  corrected  this  error  for  the  final 
results. 

Comment  5:  Federal-Mogul  and  SNR- 
France  assert  that  the  Department 
committed  a  clerical  error  regarding 
SNR’s  preliminary  results,  which 
resulted  in  the  use  of  models  that  failed 
the  cost  test  (greater  than  90  percent  of 
sales  below  cost)  in  determining  FMVs. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  that 
for  the  preliminary  results  we 
committed  a  clerical  error  that  resulted 
in  the  use  of  models  that  failed  the  cost 
test  in  determining  FMVs.  We  have 
corrected  this  error  for  the  final  results. 

8.  Further  Manufacturing 

Comment  1:NSK  contends  that  the 
Tariff  Act  only  authorizes  a  further 
manufacturing  analysis  where  a  process 
of  manufacturing  or  assembly  is 
performed  on  the  imported  merchandise 
in  the  United  States.  See  19  U.S.C.  at 
1677a(e)(3).  NSK  claims  that  many  of 
the  parts  imported  by  NSK  are  applied 
to  a  completed  bearing  and  are  not 


subject  to  a  process  of  further 
manufacturing  or  assembly. 

Torrington,  also  citing  19  U.S.C  at 
1677a(e)(3),  argues  that  the  Department 
should  continue  to  apply  its  further 
manufacturing  analysis  to  NSK’s 
imported  parts. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
petitioner.  Because  the  addition  of  a 
part  to  an  otherwise  finished  bearing 
constitutes  a  process  of  assembly,  we 
have  adjusted  ESP  sales  by  the  amount 
of  value  added  according  to  19  U.S.C  at 
1677a(e)(3). 

Comment  2:  NSK  argues  that  the 
Department  erroneously  included  in 
U.S.  further  manufacturing  costs  those 
costs  that  NSK  incurred  for  repacking 
finished  products  in  the  Unit^  States. 
According  to  NSK,  its  reported  further 
manufacturing  costs  already  include 
packing  costs.  Therefore,  for  the  final 
results,  NSK  requests  that  the 
Department  eliminate  the  adjustment  to 
further  manufacturing  costs  for  U.S. 
repacking  expenses. 

Torrington  responds  that  the 
Department  should  reject  NSK’s 
argument  because  there  is  no  evidence 
in  the  record  that  NSK’s  reported  further 
manufacturing  costs  contain  packing 
costs.  Torrington  concludes  that  the 
Department  should  continue  to  add  U.S. 
repacking  to  NSK’s  further 
manufacturing  costs  for  the  final  results. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington.  The  Department’s  further 
manufacturing  questionnaire  informs 
respondents  that  they  should  not  report 
packing  expenses  because  the 
Department  will  rely  on  the  packing 
expense  data  reported  in  respondents’ 
U.S.  sales  response.  Althou^  NSK 
claims  that  packing  expenses  incurred 
in  the  United  States  for  further 
manufactured  products  are  reported  in 
its  further  manufacturing  calculations, 
we  are  unable  to  confirm  that  this  is  the 
case.  Because  we  instructed  NSK  to  rely 
on  previously  reported  packing  data  for 
purposes  of  our  further  manufacturing 
calculations,  and  because  we  cannot 
confirm  NSK’s  claim  that  packing 
expenses  are  already  included  in  further 
manufacturing  costs,  we  have  not  made 
an  adjustment  to  the  further 
manufacturing  that  NSK  reported  in  its 
U.S.  sales  response  in  our  further 
manufacturing  calculations  for  these 
final  results. 

9.  Level  of  Trade 

Comment  1:  NTN-Japan  argues  that 
the  Department  has  no  basis  for  its 
decision  not  to  recognize  aftermarket 
customers  as  constituting  a  distinct 
level  of  trade.  According  to  NTN,  the 
Department’s  decision  was  based  on  a 
flawed  analysis  because  it  focused  only 
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on  differences  between  weighted- 
average  selling  prices.  NTN  asserts  that 
the  Department  should  have  taken  into 
account  such  other  factors  as  differences 
in  the  hequency  and  volume  of  sales, 
terms  of  sale,  and  terms  of  payment, 
which  together  demonstrate  the 
existence  of  more  than  two  levels  of 
trade.  NTN  further  asserts  that  the 
Department  failed  to  articulate  any 
standard  by  which  it  determined  that 
the  calculated  difference  between 
average  aftermarket  and  distributor 
prices  was  insufficient  to  warrant 
consideration  of  sales  to  aftermarket 
customers  as  being  made  at  a  distinct 
level  of  trade.  As  a  result  of  these  flaws 
in  the  Department's  analysis,  NTN 
argues  that  the  Department  should 
accept  the  three  levels  of  trade  reported 
by  NTN. 

Torrington  responds  that  NTN’s  level- 
of-trade  classifications  are  not 
supported  by  substantial  evidence  and 
are  inconsistent  with  the  requirements 
of  the  Department’s  questionnaire. 

Based  on  these  objections,  Torrington 
states  that  the  Department  reasonably 
determined  that  the  difference  between 
average  aftermarket  and  distributor 
prices  was  insufficient  to  warrant 
consideration  of  aftermarket  customers 
as  comprising  a  separate  level  of  trade. 
Torrin^on  adds,  however,  that  the  * 
Department’s  comparison  of  weighted- 
average  prices  is  not  particularly 
meaningful  because  it  does  not  provide 
any  corroboration  for  NTN’s 
identification  of  the  level  of  trade  of  its 
customers. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
NTN.  We  initially  base  our  level-of- 
trade  classifications  on  the  function  of 
the  class  of  customer  reported  by 
respondents.  Those  classifications  may 
be  rebutted  by  such  other  factors  as 
differences  in  prices  and  selling 
expenses  that  discredit  a  respondent’s 
distinctions.  See  Import  Administration 
Policy  Bulletin  92/1,  July  29. 1992. 
Because  our  preliminary  level  of  trade 
analysis  did  not  focus  on  the  function 
of  the  customer  category,  we  concur 
with  NTN  that  we  improperly  combined 
distributor  and  aftermarket  sales. 
Further,  we  note  that  Torrington  failed 
to  provide  any  evidence  to  rebut  NTN’s 
claim  that  aftermarket  sales  constituted 
a  distinct  level  of  trade.  Because  we 
have  no  information  to  suggest  that 
NTN’s  aftermarket  customers  perform 
the  same  function  as  either  original 
equipment  manufacturers  or 
distributors,  or  that  the  prices  and 
selling  expenses  for  sales  to  aftermarket 
customers  do  not  differ  from  those  to 
other  customer  categories,  we  conclude 
that  NTN’s  sales  to  aftermarket 
customers  constitute  a  distinct  level  of 


trade.  Therefore,  we  have  compared 
aftermarket  sales  in  the  United  States 
first  to  aftermarket  sales  of  such  or 
similar  merchandise  in  the  home 
market. 

Comment  2:  NSK  argues  that  the 
Department  failed  to  include  certain 
transactions  in  its  level-of-trade  analysis 
of  home  market  sales.  According  to 
NSK.  although  the  Department  correctly 
conducted  its  level-of-trade  analysis  on 
the  basis  of  the  end  use  of  the 
merchandise,  the  Department  did  not 
use  in  its  analysis  all  the  aftermarket 
codes  reported  by  NSK.  As  a  result,  NSK 
asserts  that  the  Etepartment  not  only 
excluded  home  market  sales  to  original 
equipment  manufacturers  for 
aftermarket  use  from  its  level-of-trade 
analysis,  it  incorrectly  included  all 
home  market  sales  to  original 
equipment  manufacturers  in  the  same 
level  of  trade  as  in  its  calculation  of  the 
preliminary  dumping  margins.  To 
correct  this  error,  NSK  advises  the 
Department  to  include  the  additional 
aftermarket  codes  in  the  computer 
program  used  to  conduct  the  level-of- 
trade  analysis,  and  to  revise  the  level-of- 
trade  designation  of  certain  home 
market  sales  to  original  equipment 
manufacturers  in  the  computer  program 
used  to  calculate  NSK’s  dumping 
margins. 

Torrington  responds  that  the 
Department’s  examination  of  end  use  in 
conducting  its  level  of  trade  analysis 
represents  a  significant  departure  from 
Departmental  practice.  Torrington 
argues  that  the  Department  previously 
has  rejected  NSK’s  classification  of 
home  market  levels  of  trade  on  the  basis 
of  end  use.  and  that  the  end  use  of  an 
’’aftermarket”  bearing  sold  to  an  original 
equipment  manufacturer  is  presumably 
the  same  as  the  end  use  of  other 
bearings  purchased  by  that  customer. 
Torrington  further  argues  that 
comparisons  of  weighted-average  prices 
are  not  useful  in  determining  levels  of 
trade.  As  a  result.  Torrington  opposes 
NSK’s  arguments,  and  requests  that  the 
Department  return  to  its  practice  of 
determining  levels  of  trade  on  the  basis 
of  customer  categoiy. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington.  As  stated  in  our  response  to 
Comment  1  above,  we  focus  on  the 
customer’s  function  in  the  chain  of 
distribution  in  classifying  sales 
according  to  level  of  trade.  We  do  not 
consider  the  end  use  of  products  sold  by 
the  respondent’s  customer  to  be 
particularly  meaningful  in  determining 
levels  of  trade.  NSK  has  not  presented 
any  evidence  that  original  equipment 
manufacturers  perform  different 
functions  or  that  distributors  perform 
different  functions  depending  upon  the 


end  use  of  the  bearings  they  purchase, 
or  that  NSK’s  selling  expenses  differ 
according  to  the  end  use  of  the  products 
by  the  customer.  Therefore,  for  these 
final  results,  we  have  based  our  level-of- 
trade  classifications  not  on  NSK’s 
aftermarket  codes,  but  on  the  customer 
categories  reported  by  NSK. 

Comment  3:  NTN  argues  that  the 
Department  should  compare  U.S.  and 
home  market  sales  at  the  same  level  of 
trade.  According  to  NTN,  comparing 
sales  across  different  levels  of  trade 
distorts  the  calculation  of  dumping 
margins  because  prices  differ 
significantly  for  each  level  of  trade. 

N1T4  further  argues  that  if  the 
Department  decides  to  compare  sales 
across  levels  of  trade  for  the  final 
results,  then  the  Department  should 
alleviate  the  distortions  caused  by  such 
comparisons  by  making  a  level-of-trade 
adjustment  based  on  differences  in 
prices  or,  alternatively,  differences  in 
indirect  selling  expenses  for  each  level 
of  trade,  as  set  form  by  NTN  in  its 
questionnaire  responses. 

In  opposing  Nim’s  arguments, 
Torrington  states  that  the  QT  has 
consistently  upheld  the  Department’s 
comparison  of  sales  across  levels  of 
trade.  Torrington  and  Federal-Mogul 
oppose  NTN’s  claim  for  a  level-of-trade 
adjustment.  According  to  Federal- 
Mogul,  NTN  failed  to  demonstrate  that 
any  differences  in  selling  prices  are  due 
to  differences  in  the  level  of  trade. 
Further,  Torrington  and  Federal-Mogul 
challenge  the  methods  that  NTN  used  in 
its  attempts  to  quantify  a  level-of-trade 
adjustment.  Specifically.  Federal-Mogul 
contends  that,  in  the  absence  of  any 
evidence  that  price  differentials  are  due 
to  differences  in  levels  of  trade, 
quantification  of  a  level-of-trade 
adjustment  on  the  basis  of  differences  in 
selling  prices  is  inappropriate. 
Moreover,  Torrington  and  Federal- 
Mogul  reject  NTN’s  use  of  indirect 
selling  expenses  as  the  basis  for  a  level- 
of-trade  adjustment,  because  NTN’s 
method  of  allocating  these  expenses  to 
different  levels  of  trade  is  unreasonable, 
unreliable  and  because  such  expenses, 
which  do  not  vary  for  individual  sales, 
do  not  reflect  differences  in  levels  of 
trade.  As  a  result,  Torrington  and 
Federal-Mogul  conclude  that  the 
Depeirtment  should  not  make  a  level-of- 
trade  adjustment  for  the  final  results. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington  and  Federal-Mogul.  The 
Department  is  required  by  19  CFR 
353.58  to  compare  merchandise  at 
different  levels  of  trade  if  sales  at  the 
same  commercial  level  of  trade  do  not 
permit  an  adequate  comparison.  Import 
Administration  Policy  Bulletin  92/1, 
July  29. 1992.  Accordingly,  when  we 
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were  unable  to  compare  NTN’a  U.S. 
sales  to  home  maricet  sales  of  such  or 
similar  merchandise  at  the  same  level  of 
trade,  we  attempted  to  find  sales  of  such 
or  similar  merchandise  at  the  next  most 
similar  level  of  trade. 

We  also  reject  NTN’s  argument  that 
we  must  make  an  adjustment  for 
difierences  in  levels  of  trade  if  we 
compare  sales  at  different  levels  of 
trade.  In  order  for  the  Department  to 
make  a  level-of-trade  adjustment, 
re^ondents  must  quantify  any  price 
dinerentials  that  are  directly  attributable 
to  differences  in  levels  of  trade. 

Although  NTN  contends  that  the 
Department  can  make  a  level  of  trade 
adjustment  on  the  basis  of  price 
differences,  NTN  has  failed  to 
demonstrate  what  portion,  if  any,  of 
those  price  differences  is  attributable  to 
differences  in  levels  of  trade.  NTN’s 
request  for  a  level-of-trade  adjustment 
using  indirect  selling  expenses  is 
similarly  flawed,  berause  NTN’s 
allocation  of  a  common  pool  of  fixed 
expenses  to  different  levels  of  trade 
using  relative  sales  value  demonstrates 
that  these  expenses  do  not  vary 
according  to  levels  of  trade.  B^use 
NTN  has  failed  to  quantify  adequately  a 
level-of-trade  adjustment,  we  have  not 
adjusted  FMV  for  differences  in  levels  of 
trade. 

Comment  4:ToiTington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  use  BIA  in 
determining  the  appropriate  level-of- 
trade  comparison  for  INA’s  home 
market  sales  to  government  customers. 
According  to  Tonington,  INA  failed  to 
respond  to  the  Department’s  request  for 
additional  information  regarding  such 
sales.  Therefore,  Tcnrington  concludes 
that  the  Department  should  presume,  as 
BIA,  that  INA’s  home  market  sales  to 
government  customers  should  be 
compared  with  U.S.  sales  to  original 
equipment  manufacturers. 

INA  responds  that  it  provided  a 
narrative  explanation  of  the  nature  of  its 
home  market  sales  to  government 
customers.  INA  also  states  that  it  did  not 
have  any  basis  for  determining  whether 
such  sales  should  be  compared  to  U.S. 
sales  to  original  ecmipment 
manufacturers  or  mstributors,  and, 
therefore,  deferred  to  the  Department’s 
judgment  in  selecting  the  appropriate 
level-of-trade  comparison.  Although 
INA  did  not  recommend  a  level-of-trade 
comparison  fm  the  home  market  sales  in 
question,  INA  argues  that  it  provided 
the  informati(xi  required  for  Torrington 
to  make  reasoned  arguments  and  for  the 
Department  to  determine  the 
appropriate  level-of-trade  comparisons. 
Thus,  INA  contends  that  the  Department 
should  not  apply  BIA,  but  should 
determine  level  of  trade  comparisons 


based  on  the  criteria  that  it  deems  to  be 
appropriate. 

Department's  Position:  In  the  absence 
of  any  evidence  to  the  contrary,  we 
determine  that  government  customers  in 
the  home  market  function  as  end  users 
rather  than  as  distributors.  Because 
original  equipment  manufacturers  also 
function  as  end  users,  we  have 
compared  INA’s  home  market  sales  to 
government  customers  with  U.S.  sales  to 
original  equipment  manufacturers. 

10.  Packing  and  Movement 

Comment  1:  Torrington  contends  that 
adjustments  to  foreign  market  value  for 
both  pre-  and  post-s^e  movement 
charges  are  contrary  to  the  purpose  of 
the  antidumping  statute.  Torrington 
argues  that  the  statute  mandates  that  the 
Department  make  adjustments  based  on 
differences  in  circumstance  of  sale  that 
are  directly  related  to  the  sales  in 
question.  FMV  can  be  adjusted  for 
indirect  selling  expenses  to  the  extent 
that  these  expenses  do  not  exceed  the 
amoimt  of  the  ESP  cap.  Torrington 
states  that  the  pre-sale  movement 
charges  claimed  by  respondents  in  this 
review  were  not  directly  related  to  the 
sale  of  bearings  in  the  home  market  and 
that.  ”by  their  very  nature,  home  market 
pre-sale  expenses  for  movement  from 
factory  (or  distribution  center)  cannot  be 
directly  linked  to  sales  of  the 
merchandise  under  investigation,  as  the 
statute  requires.”  Moreover,  while  the 
statute  and  regulations  require  that  ESP 
be  reduced  by  the  amount  of  expenses 
incident  to  bringing  the  merchandise 
from  the  place  of  shipment  in  the 
country  of  exportation  to  the  place  of 
delivery  in  the  United  States,  there  is  no 
parallel  provision  on  the  FMV  side. 
Torrington  cites  Silver  Heed  America, 
Inc.  V.  United  States  (Silver  Reed),  581 
F.Supp.  1290,  23  (QT  1984),  for  support 
of  its  claim  that  the  expenses  incurred 
in  two  markets  were  distinct.  Torrington 
concludes  by  noting  that  in  the  previous 
review,  the  Department  stated  that  the 
adjustment  for  pre-sale  inland  freight 
was  necessary  to  ensure  an  "apples-to- 
apples”  comparison.  While  this  may  be 
true,  Torrington  asserts  that  “similar” 
expenses  must  be  deducted  from  both 
sides  of  the  equation,  because  there  is 
no  basis  for  performing  such  an 
adjustment  if  the  amounts  claimed  in 
the  two  markets  are  not  similar. 

FAG,  GMN,  Koyo,  Nachi,  NSK,  SKF, 
and  RHP  contend  that  the  Dep>artment’s 
practice  of  deducting  pre-sale  inland 
freight  in  the  home  market,  regardless  of 
whether  pre-sale  inland  freight  was 
incurred  for  the  U.S.  market,  confirms 
established  practice,  has  recently  been 
upheld  by  the  CTT  in  Ad  Hoc  Committee 
of  AZ-NM-TX-FL  Producers  of  Gray 


Portland  Cement  v.  United  States  (Ad 
Hoc  Committee),  787  F.  Supp.  208, 211- 
213  (Crr  1992),  and  is  consistent  with 
the  language  and  purpose  of  the 
antidumping  law.  Koyo  argues  that  the 
antidumping  law  does  not  preclude  pre¬ 
sale  frei^t  adjustments  in  the 
calculation  of  FMV.  In  fact,  according  to 
Koyo,  the  circumstance-of-sale 
provision  clearly  authorizes  the 
Department  to  adjust  the  home  market 
for  pre-sale  inland  frei^t.  Respondents 
note  that  the  CIT  in  Ad  Hoc  Committee 
supported  the  Department’s 
methodology  of  deducting  pre-sale 
inland  freight  in  order  to  effect  a  fair 
comparison  of  the  ex-factory  prices  in 
the  United  States  and  the  home  market. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
respondents.  In  keeping  with  the 
Department’s  practice  in  previous 
reviews,  we  have  determined  that  pre¬ 
sale  inland  freight  should  be  treated  as 
a  movement  expense  and  deducted  from 
foreign  market  value  in  order  to  achieve 
a  fair  comparison  of  the  U.S.  and  home 
market  ex-factory  prices.  See  Final 
Determination  of  ^les  at  Less  Than  Fair 
Value;  Gray  Portland  Cement  and 
Clinker  from  Mexico,  55  FR  29244,  Quly 
18. 1990)  and  AFBs  1, 56  FR  at  31692. 
Because  we  do  not  treat  pre-sale  and 
post-sale  movement  expenses 
differently  in  calculating  an  ex-factory 
U.S.  price,  we  must  treat  these  expenses 
in  a  similar  manner  in  the  home  market 
to  ensure  an  accurate  and  meanin^jl 
price-to-price  comparison.  See  Ad  Hoc 
Committee  at  213.  Because  merchandise 
in  each  market  may  be  handled 
differently  and  thus  incur  different 
freight  expenses,  the  deduction  of  pre¬ 
sale  inland  freight  in  either  the  home 
market  or  the  U.S.  market  is  not 
contingent  on  whether  pre-sale  inland 
freight  occurred  in  the  other  market. 

Comment  2:  IJK  alleges  that  the 
Department  double-counted  packing 
expenses  when  calculating  constructed 
value.  IJK  states  that  it  included  home 
market  packing  expenses  in  the  reported 
general  and  administrative  expenses 
that  the  Department  used  to  calculate 
constructed  value.  However,  for  the 
preliminary  results,  the  Department 
added  U.S.  packing  to  the  constructed 
value  without  deducting  home  market 
packing  expenses. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree.  For 
these  final  results  we  removed  home 
market  packing  expenses  included  in 
the  calculation  of  constructed  value 
before  adding  U.S.  packing  expenses. 
We  also  made  any  necessary 
adjustments  to  profit. 

Comment  3:  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  NPBS  incorrectly  reported  as 
indirect  selling  expenses  certain 
expenses  associate  with  repacking  its 
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merchandise  by  its  affiliates  in  the 
United  States.  Aocordinglv.  NPBS  has 
understated  total  U.S.  pacldng  expenses 
and  overstated  the  cap  on  ESP  onset 
adjustments  to  FMV.  Federal-Mogul  also 
notes  that  the  Department  rejected 
similar  treatment  of  U.S.  repacking 
expenses  hy  NSK  in  the  second 
administrative  review  of  AFBs. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Federal-Mogul.  For  the  final  results  we 
have  estimated  NPBS’  U.S.  repacking 
expenses  on  the  basis  of  NPBS’  reported 
indirect  selling  expenses.  Accordingly, 
we  have  reduced  I^BS’  claimed 
indirect  selling  expenses  by  the  amount 
of  U.S.  repacking  expenses. 

Comment  4:  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  NPBS  incorrectly  reported  ^ight- 
oiit  as  an  indirect  selling  expense,  as 
opposed  to  an  individual  movement 
expense.  Federal-Mogul  asserts  that  the 
Department,  after  isolating  the  amount 
of  ^ight-out,  must  deduct  it  from 
United  States  price. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
Federal-Mogul.  For  the  final  results  we 
have  isolated  NPBS’  fireight-out  expense 
and  treated  it  as  a  movement  expense. 
Accordingly,  we  have  reduced  NPBS’ 
claimed  indirect  selling  expense  by  the 
amount  of  freight-out. 

Comment  5:  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  the  Department  erroneously  treated 
NSK’s  air  freight  expenses  for  U.S.  sales 
as  direct  selling  expenses.  According  to 
Federal-Mogul,  su^  expenses  are 
clearly  related  to  the  movement  of  the 
merchandise  and,  therefore,  should  be 
deducted  horn  USP  in  all  instances. 
Federal-Mogul  notes,  however,  that  the 
Department’s  treatment  of  these 
expenses  as  direct  selling  expenses 
precludes  the  appropriate  d^uctions 
from  USP  in  certain  instances.  Because 
NSK’s  air  height  charges  are  movement 
expenses,  Federal-Mogul  requests  that 
the  Department  revise  its  computer 
program  to  deduct  these  charges  from 
USP  for  all  U.S.  sales. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Federal-Mogul  and  have  revis^  our 
calculations  accordingly  for  these  final 
results. 

Comment  6:  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  NSK  failed  to  report  height 
expenses  for  certain  U.S.  sales. 
According  to  Federal-Mogul.  NSK  did 
not  report  freight  charges  for  U.S.  sales 
whose  terms  of  sale  NSK  identified  as 
"other.”  Federal-Mogul  states  that 
NSK’s  failure  to  report  such  charges  for 
these  sales  is  inaccurate  because  the 
terms  of  sale  encompassed  by  the 
“other”  category  may  include 
arrangements  in  which  NSK  bore  the 
cost  of  shipping  the  merchandise  to  the 
customer.  Accordingly,  Federal-Mogul 
urges  the  Department  to  use  as  BIA  the 


highest  reported  U.S.  freight  expense  for 
any  U.S.  sale  to  represent  freight  charges 
for  U.S.  sales  whose  terms  of  sale  NSK 
reported  as  "other.” 

NSK  responds  that  in  preparing  its 
questionnaire  response,  it  allocated  all 
of  its  expenses  for  shipping 
merchandise  to  U.S.  customers.  In  doing 
so,  it  chose  to  allocate  the  expenses  to 
sales  whose  terms  of  sale  were  either 
"prepaid”  or  "ship  with,”  because  NSK 
always  bears  the  ^ight  costs  for  sales 
made  pursuant  to  these  terms.  Although 
NSK  acknowledges  that  there  may  have 
been  instances  in  which  it  bore  freight 
costs  for  sales  made  pursuant  to  "other” 
terms  of  sales,  it  argues  that  this  would 
be  the  case  only  on  rare  occasions  in 
which  NSK  sales  personnel  delivered 
merchandise  in  the  course  of  routine 
sales  calls.  In  these  instances,  any 
expenses  incurred  for  delivery  would 
already  be  captured  in  NSK’s  indirect 
selling  expenses.  Thus.  NSK  argues  that 
the  Department  should  neither  resort  to 
BIA  nor  reallocate  NSK's  reported  U.S. 
freight  expenses  for  these  final  results. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
.NSK.  For  the  overwhelming  majority  of 
its  sales,  NSK  (>aid  for  transportation  of 
merchandise  to  the  customer.  Because 
NSK  does  not  routinely  deliver 
merchandise  to  customers  when  terms 
of  sale  are  reported  as  "other,”  and 
because  NSK  accounts  for  expenses 
incurred  in  those  instances  when  it 
does,  we  have  not  revised  NSK’s 
reported  expenses  for  U.S.  freight  out  to 
customers  for  these  final  results. 

Conunent  7:  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  the  Department  should  reallocate 
certain  of  NSK’s  home  market  inland 
freight  expenses.  According  to  Federal- 
Mogul.  the  Department  foimd  at 
verification  that  certain  expenses  NSK 
claimed  to  be  incurred  exclusively  for 
home  market  sales  actually  pertained  to 
all  NSK  sales.  The  Department  fmled  in 
its  preliminary  calculations,  however,  to 
reallocate  these  expenses  pursuant  to  its 
verification  findings.  Based  on  the 
verification  findings,  Federal-Mogul 
requests  that  the  Department  reallocate 
the  home  market  freight  expenses  in 
question  for  these  final  results. 

NSK  responds  that  the  Department 
properly  declined  to  reallocate  the 
expenses  in  question  because  they 
comprised  a  de  minimis  portion  of 
NSK’s  total  freight  expenses.  Because 
the  Department  frequently  declines  to 
make  adjustments  that  have 
insignificant  effects  on  its  calculations. 
NSK  asserts  that  the  Department  should 
not  reallocate  the  expenses  in  question 
for  these  final  results. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
NSK.  Although  we  fovmd  at  verification 
that  NSK  failed  to  allocate  certain 


inland  freight  charges  to  export  sales, 
the  expenses  in  question  are  minuscule 
and  would  have  a  de  minimis  efiect  on 
our  calculations.  *rherefore,  we  have  not 
reallocated  the  expenses  in  question. 

Comment  8:  DMA  claims  tlut  the 
Department  failed  to  eliminate 
warehouse-to-unrelated-customer 
inland  freight  for  U.S.  sales  to  OEMs. 
INA  states  that  it  reallocated  the  subject 
freight  expense  to  distributors  only,  in 
accordance  with  the  Department’s 
instruction.  INA  argues  that  since  the 
revised  factor  allocates  the  total  amoimt 
of  warehouse-to-imrelated-customer 
inland  fireight  expense  to  distributor 
sales  only,  the  failure  to  eliminate  the 
original  warehouse-to-unrelated- 
customer  inland  freight  expense  with 
respect  to  OEM  sales  results  in  double- 
coimting  of  the  expense. 

Torrington  argues  that,  unless  all  sales 
to  OEMs  were  ex-warehouse,  freight  for 
each  sale  must  be  reported  and  made 
the  subject  of  appropriate  adjustments. 
Petitioner  states  that  the  exclusive 
allocation  of  the  aggregate  freight 
expense  to  sales  to  distributors  results 
in  the  overstatement  of  dumping  to 
distributors  while  dumping  to  OEMs  is 
understated. 

Department’s  Position:  Because  the 
recoil  indicates  that  INA  did  not  incur 
warehouse-to-unrelated-customer 
inland  freight  on  sales  to  OEMs,  we 
agree  with  INA  that  such  expense 
should  be  eliminated  from  the 
calculation  of  U.S.  price  for  sales  to 
OEMs.  Accordingly,  for  purposes  of 
calculating  the  final  results,  we  have  set 
warehouse-to-unrelated-customer 
inland  fireight  equal  to  zero  for  sales  to 
OEMs. 

Comment  9:  Torrington  asserts  that 
the  Department  should  not  deduct 
inland  freight  from  home  market  unit 
price  in  calculating  foreign  market  value 
for  the  final  results.  Petitioner  claims 
that  INA  disregarded  the  Department’s 
instruction  to  reallocate  domestic  inland 
freight  using  the  elements  which  reflect 
the  manner  in  which  the  expense  was 
incurred.  Accordingly,  Torrington 
argues  that  such  an  adjustment  should 
be  substituted  for  the  reported  inland 
freight  amount.  Petitioner  cites  Final 
Determination  of  Sales  at  Less  Than  Fair 
Value;  Certain  Small  Business 
Telephone  Systems  and  Subassemblies 
Thereof  from  Korea,  54  FR  53141 
(December  27, 1989)  to  support  its 
contention. 

INA  argues  that  it  did  not  disregard 
the  Department’s  instructions  to 
reallocate  domestic  inland  freight,  but 
that  sales  value  provided  the  only 
consistent  and  verifiable  basis  available 
for  allocating  domestic  inland  freight 
expense.  Respondent  further  notes  that 
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the  Department  found  this  methodology 
to  be  acceptable  in  prior  reviews,  in  the 
AFB  investigation,  and  in  other  cases, 
such  as  Tapered  Roller  Bearings, 

Finished  and  Unfinished,  and  Parts 
Thereof,  From  Japan.  56  FR  41508, 

41512  (August  21, 1991). 

Depaitment’s  Position:  While  we 
prefer  allocations  of  freight  costs  based 
on  volume,  weight,  distance,  or  a 
combination  of  these,  to  allocations 
based  on  sales  value,  we  can  accept 
such  allocations  if  they  constitute  a 
reasonable  alternative  methodology.  We 
note  that  INA  did  not  disregard  our 
instructions,  but  was  unable  to  provide 
the  preferred  domestic  inland  ^igbt 
allocation.  From  the  evidence  on  the 
record,  we  have  no  basis  to  conclude 
that  this  is  an  unreasonable  allocation 
methodology.  Torrington  does  not 
provide  evidence  showing  that  this 
allocation  methodology  is  distortive. 

See  AFBs  I.  56  FR  at  31715. 

Comment  10:  Federal-Mogul  contends 
that  INA’s  repacking  costs  should  be 
deducted  from  USP.  INA  disagrees  and 
states  that  the  correct  adjustment  is  the 
addition  of  U.S.  repacking  costs  to  home 
market  price  and  the  deduction  of  home 
market  packing  from  home  market  price. 
INA  cites  Koyo  Seiko  Co.,  Ltd.  v.  United 
States,  810  F.Supp.  1287, 1291-2  (CTT 
1993)  to  support  its  argument. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Federal-Mogul  that  INA’s  repaying 
costs  should  be  deducted  from  U.S. 
price.  Contrary  to  respondent’s 
assertion,  such  a  deduction  is  in 
accordance  with  Department  practice. 
Comment  2  of  the  U.S.  Price 
Methodology  section  infra  explains  why 
this  is  in  keeping  with  our  policy.  In  the 
preliminary  results,  we  correctly 
deducted  home  market  packing 
expenses  from  the  home  market  price 
and  added  U.S.  packing  expenses 
incurred  in  the  home  market  to  home 
market  price.  However,  we  erroneously 
failed  to  deduct  the  repacking  costs 
from  U.S.  price.  Accordingly,  we  have 
corrected  this  error  for  the  calculation  of 
the  final  results. 

Comment  11:  Citing  the  Department’s 
analysis  memoremdum  for  INA’s 
preliminary  results,  Federal-Mogul 
contends  that  the  Department  employed 
the  incorrect  factor  in  calculating  U.S. 
inland  freight  from  port  to  warehouse. 
INA  disagrees  and  states  that  the 
analysis  memo  rather  than  the  margin 
program  is  in  error. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
INA  that  we  misstated  the  factor  for  the 
calculation  of  U.S.  inland  freight  from 
port  to  warehouse  only  in  our  analysis 
memorandum  for  INA’s  preliminary 
results.  Therefore,  the  margin  program 
requires  no  revision. 


Comment  12:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  not  deduct  firom 
FMV  certain  movement  expenses  that 
NMB/Pelmec  Thai  reported  for  its 
“route  B’’  sales  in  the  home  market. 
According  to  Torrinrton,  NMB/Pelmec 
must  incur  “extraormnary  expenses’’  for 
these  sales  because  the  merchandise  is 
exported  to  Singapore  and  then  re¬ 
exported  to  Thailand.  Because  NMB/ 
Peimec  makes  "route  B’’  sales  under 
"extraordinary  circumstances’’  in  order 
to  avoid  the  lliai  government’s  quantity 
restriction  on  domestic  sales,  Torrington 
asserts  that  the  Department  should  not 
deduct  frnm  FMV  any  movement 
expenses  that  NMB/Pelmec  Thai  incurs 
after  the  merchandise  leaves  Thailand. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington.  As  we  stated  in  our 
response  to  Torrington ’s  comment 
regarding  the  classiHcation  of  "route  B’’ 
sales,  we  believe  that  NMB/Pelmec  Thai 
makes  these  sales  in  the  normal  course 
of  its  business.  In  determining  whether 
to  accept  movement  charges,  we  do  not 
analyze  whether  they  are  incurred  as  a 
result  of  "extraordinary  circumstances”; 
we  accept  or  disallow  movement 
expenses  based  on  whether  they  were 
incurred  and  the  reasonableness  of  the 
information  reported  to  us.  Because  we 
have  determined  that  NMB/Pelmec  Thai 
incurs  these  expenses  for  movement  of 
the  merchandise  sold  through  this 
"route  B,”  we  have  deducted  all 
reported  movement  expenses  from 
NMB/Pelmec  Thai’s  "route  B”  sales  for 
these  final  results. 

Comment  13:  SNECMA-France  and 
SNECMA-Italy  argue  that  the 
Department  should  not  deduct  U.S. 
Customs  duties  from  USP  because 
SNECMA  did  not  incur  expenses  for 
U.S.  Customs  duties  during  the  POR. 
Customs  duties  were  paid  by  SNECMA’s 
unrelated  importer  of  record. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree.  For 
these  final  results,  the  Department 
recalculated  adjusted  USP  without 
deducting  U.S.  Customs  duties. 

1 1.  Related  Parties 

Comment  1:  NTN  contests  the  basis 
for  the  Department’s  preliminary 
decision  to  disregard  NTN’s  home 
market  sales  to  related  parties. 
According  to  NTN,  the  Department 
excluded  related  party  sales  from  its 
analysis  without  having  first  articulated 
any  standard  for  determining  whether 
sales  prices  to  related  parties  were 
comparable  to  sales  prices  to  unrelated 
parties.  NTN  argues  that  the  Department 
should  take  into  account  the  manner  in 
which  related  parties  conducted  their 
business  transactions,  the  level  of  trade 
at  which  NTN  made  sales  to  related 
parties,  payment  terms,  and  sales 


quantities  in  determining  whether  to 
exclude  related  party  transactions  firom 
its  analysis. 

Torrington  and  Federal-Mogul  reject 
NTN’s  argument  that  the  Department 
should  examine  factors  other  than  price 
on  the  groimds  that  the  (Department’s 
regulations  identify  price  as  the  only 
factor  to  be  used  in  determining  the 
comparability  of  sales  prices  to  related 
and  imrelated  parties.  Torrington  and 
Federal-Mogul  further  argue  that  the 
Department’s  regulations  place  the 
burden  upon  respondents  to  establish 
the  comparability  of  sales  prices  to 
related  and  unrelated  parties.  Because 
NTN  made  no  attempt  to  demonstrate 
such  comparability,  Torrington  and 
Federal-Mogul  conclude  that  the 
Department  should  continue  to 
disregard  home  market  sales  to  related 
parties. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
NTN.  We  acknowledge  that  differences 
in  level  of  trade,  and  the  terms  of  sale 
or  terms  of  payment  may  afreet  the 
comparability  of  sales  prices  to  related 
and  unrelated  parties.  Therefore,  we 
have  revised  our  ann’s-length  test  to 
account  for  different  levels  of  trade  and 
have  accounted  for  differences  in  terms 
of  sale  and  circumstances  of  sale  by 
deducting  movement  charges  and  direct 
selling  expenses  from  the  prices  used  in 
our  arm’s-length  test.  However,  we  did 
not  have  any  information  that  would 
allow  us  to  specifically  account  for 
difrerences  in  sales  quantities  in  our 
arm’s-length  test,  except  to  the  extent 
that  different  levels  of  trade  reflect  any 
differences  in  sales  quantities. 

We  disagree  with  Torrington’s  and 
Federal-Mogul’s  arguments  that  the 
regulations  preclude  the  Department 
from  considering  factors  other  than 
prices  in  assessing  the  validity  of  prices 
to  related  parties.  Although  19  CFR 
353.45  does  not  mention  such  factors  as 
level  of  trade  and  terms  of  sale,  the 
regulation  clearly  is  intended  to  prevent 
comparisons  to  below-market  prices 
resulting  from  the  relationship  between 
•  the  buyer  and  seller.  If  factors  other  than 
customer  relationship,  such  as  level  of 
trade  or  terms  of  sale,  account  for  the 
price  differences,  then  our  arm’s-length 
test  would  achieve  a  skewed  result  if  we 
did  not  account  for  these  other  factors. 

Finally,  although  we  agree  with 
Torrington  and  Federal-Mogul  that 
respondents  have  the  responsibility  to 
demonstrate  that  sales  prices  to  related 
ptulies  are  comparable  to  sales  prices  to 
unrelated  parties,  it  has  been  our 
longstanding  practice  to  conduct  an 
arm's-length  test  independently  to 
determine  whether  prices  to  related 
parties  in  foreign  markets  are  equal  to  or 
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higher  than  prices  to  unrelated  parties 
in  those  markets. 

Although  we  revised  our  arm’s-length 
test  to  account  for  certain  factors 
highlighted  bv  NTN,  we  found 
nonetheless  that  NTN’s  prices  to  related 
arties  were,  for  the  vast  majority  of 
ome  market  sales,  lower  than  those  to 
unrelated  parties.  ’Hierefore,  we  have 
excluded  NTN’s  home  market  sales  to 
related  parties  from  our  analysis  for 
these  final  results. 

Comment  2:  SNR-France  contests  the 
basis  for  the  Department’s  preliminary 
decision  to  disregard  SNR’s  home 
market  sales  to  related  parties. 
Specifically,  SNR  argues  that  the 
Department  has  not  demmistrated  that 
price  differentials  are  the  result  of 
customer  relationships,  and  that  the 
Department  should  take  into  account 
the  possibility  that  differences  in  sales 
quantities  may  create  price  differentials. 
According  to  SNR,  its  sales  to  related 
parties  typically  involve  much  larger 
quantities  than  its  sales  to  unrelated 
parties.  In  support  of  its  argument,  SNR 
asserts  that  a  computer  analysis  similar 
to  that  used  by  the  Department  in  its 
price  stability  analysis  indicates  the 
existence  of  a  correlation  between  sales 
prices  and  quantities,  and  the  absence  of 
any  correlation  between  sales  prices  and 
customer  relationship.  Therefore,  SNR 
concludes  that  the  Department  should 
not  disregard  SNR’s  home  market  sales 
to  related  narties  for  the  final  results. 

Federal-Mogul  rejects  SNR’s  argument 
on  the  groimds  that  SNR  made  no 
attempt  to  establish  the  comparability  of 
sales  prices  to  related  and  unrelated 
parties,  despite  the  fact  that  the 
Department’s  regulations  place  this 
burden  upon  respondents.  Federal- 
Mogul  also  armes  that  SNR  has  not 
attempted  to  demonstrate  that  sales 
prices  are  not  affected  by  SNR’s 
relationship  to  its  customers,  and  that 
SNR’s  analysis  of  price  comparability 
ignores  suc^  other  determining  factors 
as  payment  terms  and  discounts  that 
may  vary  because  of  the  nature  of  SNR’s 
relationship  with  its  customers.  As  a 
result,  Federal-Mogul  concludes  that  the 
Department  should  not  use  in  its  final 
analysis  SNR’s  home  market  sales  to 
related  parties. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  in 
part  with  SNR.  We  have  revised  our 
price  comparability  analysis  to  account 
for  factors  other  than  customer 
relationship  that  may  affect  the  results 
of  the  analysis.  As  we  stated  in  our 
response  to  the  previous  comment,  we 
have  revised  our  arm’s-length  test  to 
account  for  differences  in  levels  of 
trade,  terms  of  payment,  and 
circumstances  of  sale.  Moreover,  by 
conducting  our  arm’s-length  test 


according  to  levels  of  trade,  we  have 
accoimt^  for  quantity  differences  to  the 
extent  that,  as  SNR  notes  in  its  case 
brief,  its  sales  oiiantities  vary  according 
to  levels  of  trade.  Based  on  our  revised 
arm’s-length  test,  we  determine  that,  on 
average,  SNR’s  sales  prices  to  related 
parties  are  lower  than  its  prices  to 
unrelated  parties.  Therefore,  we  have 
excluded  SNR’s  sales  to  related  parties 
in  the  home  market  from  our  final 
analysis. 

Comment  3:  Torrington  notes  that  the 
Department  excluded  Koyo’s  home 
market  sales  to  related  parties  from  its 
preliminary  analysis  b^use  the 
Department’s  arm’s-length  test  indicated 
that  Koyo’s  prices  to  related  parties 
were  lower  than  its  prices  to  unrelated 
parties.  Torrington  requests  that  the 
Department  use  the  same  approach  to 
Koyo’s  related  party  sales  for  these  final 
results. 

Department’s  Position:  While  we  have 
conducted  an  arm’s-len^  test  of  Koyo’s 
home  market  sales  to  related  parties,  we 
have  revised  our  arm’s-length  test,  as 
discussed  above.  Based  on  the  results  of 
this  test,  we  have  continued  to  exclude 
BB  sales  to  related  parties  from  om 
analysis  of  Koyo’s  home  market  sales  to 
related  parties  for  these  final  results,  but 
not  CRB  sales  to  related  parties. 

Comment  4:  RHP  and  NSK-Europe 
argue  that  the  Department  should  not 
have  collapsed  the  two  companies  and 
imposed  BIA  on  RHP’s  sales  of  NSK- 
Europe  products  in  the  United  States. 
RHP  and  NSK-Europe  assert  that  the 
Department  does  not  collapse  related 
entities  "except  in  certain  relatively 
unusual  situations,  where  the  type  and 
degree  of  relatimiship  is  so  significant 
that  [the  Department]  find[s]  &ere  is  a 
strong  possibility  of  price 
manipulation.’’  AFB  LTFV 
Investigation,  54  FR 19089.  In  addition, 
RHP  and  NSK-Europe  state  that  the 
Department  does  not  collapse  related 
entities  with  separate  manufacturing 
facilities,  sales  operations,  and  pricing 
policies.  Final  Determination  of  Sales  at 
Less  Than  Fair  Value;  Hot  Rolled 
Carbon  Steel  Plate  and  Sheet  firom 
Brazil,  49  FR  3102,  3104  (January  25, 
1984);  Cellular  Mobile  Telephones  and 
Subassemblies  firom  Japan,  55  FR  29394, 
29396  duly  19, 1990). 

Citing  the  Department’s  verification 
report,  RHP  and  NSK-Europe  contend 
that  RHP  purchased  product  from  NSK- 
Europe  solely  throu^  arm’s-length 
transactions  and  that  the  two  companies 
have  maintained  a  competitive,  arm’s- 
length  relationship  since  before  the  two 
companies  became  affiliated. 
Furthermore,  RHP  and  NSK-Europe 
argue  that  they  are  separately  nm 
entities  with  independent  facilities. 


operations,  and  pricing  structures  and 
that  they  do  not  share  significant 
marketing  information  or  strategies. 
NSK-Europe  states  that  the  two 
companies  exercise  no  controlling 
ownership  interest  in  each  other.  It  also 
argues  that  the  fact  that  RHP  and  NSK- 
Europe  combined  their  automotive 
product  sales  process  in  a  limited  way 
should  not  affect  the  Department’s 
analysis  because  each  company 
invoiced  their  customers  directly  and 
independently.  NSK-Europe  also 
contends  that  Torrington ‘s  argument 
that  RHP  and  NSK-Europe  have 
rationalized  their  production  operations 
is  irrelevant  because  the  alleged 
rationalization  oamrred  years  before  the 
two  companies  became  related. 

With  regard  to  NSK-Japan,  the  parent 
of  both  RW  and  NSK-Europe,  RHP 
asserts  that  it  has  no  directors  in 
common  with  NSK-Japan  and  does  not 
share  bank  accoimts,  manufacturing, 
distribution,  or  sales  facilities  with 
NSK-Japan.  In  sum,  RHP  claims  to  have 
remained  autonomous  imder  NSK- 
Japan’s  ownership.  NSK-Europe 
contends  that  a  parent’s  percentage 
ownOTship  of  a  subsidiary  does  not,  in 
and  of  itself,  determine  whether  the 
Department  should  collapse  related 
entities.  NSK-Europe  furthw  contends 
that  NSK-Japan  exercises  no  control 
over  NSK-Europe’s  or  RHP's  sales  and 
marketing  practices  vis-a-vis  each  other, 
and  only  minimal  operational  control 
over  pr^uction  decisions.  Moreover, 
NSK-Europe  argues  that  despite  the  fact 
that  NSK-Europe  and  RflP  share  board 
members  with  NSK-Japan,  NSK-Japan 
does  not  direct  the  ^y-to-day 
operations  of  either  company.  NSK- 
Europe  cites  Final  Determination  of 
Sales  at  Less  Than  Fair  Value;  Coated 
Groundwood  Paper  from  Finland,  56  FR 
56363,  56369  (November  4, 1991),  as  an 
example  of  a  case  where  the  Department 
did  not  collapse  related  companies  that 
shared  board  members. 

Finally,  RHP  and  NSK-Europe  argue 
that  their  participation  in  the  European 
Research  Center  ("ERC")  is  not  relevant 
because  the  ERC  is  a  separate  corporate 
entity  and  because  the  ERC  became 
operational  only  two  months  before  the 
end  of  the  POR  Furthermore,  during 
those  two  months,  the  ERC  had  no  effect 
on  the  manufacturing  or  sales 
operations  of  the  two  companies.  RHP 
concludes  that  its  relationship  with 
NSK-Europe  is  not  so  imusual  a 
situation  that  it  would  require  the 
collapsing  of  the  two  companies. 
Therefore,  RHP  believra  tJ^t  BIA  should 
not  be  imposed  on  RHP  sales  of 
merchandise  produced  bv  NSK-Europe. 

Torrington  and  Federal-Mogul  argue 
that  the  Department  properly  collapsed 


39772 


Federal  Register  /  VoL  58,  No.  141  /  Monday,  July  26,  1993  /  Notices 


RHP  and  NSK-Europe.  Torrington  refers 
to  Final  Determination  of  Sales  at  Less 
Than  Fair  Value;  Certain  Granite 
Products  from  Italy,  53  FR  27189  Quly 
19, 1988)  and  to  Final  Determination  of 
Sales  at  Less  Than  Fair  Value;  Gray 
Portland  Cement  and  Clinker  firom 
Mexico,  55  FR  29246-47  (July  18. 1990) 
as  examples  where  the  Department 
collapsed  related  companies  when  the 
companies*  relationships  were 
intertwined,  they  conducted 
transactions  between  them,  and  they 
shared  certain  facilities.  Torrington 
argues  that  the  facts  in  this  case  are 
comparable,  as  demonstrated  by  NSK- 
Japan’s  annual  reports  and  by  the 
Department’s  verification  reports. 
Torrington  asserts  that  there  is  extensive 
collaboration  among  all  members  of  the 
NSK-group  and  quotes  frnm  NSK- 
Jepan’s  1991  Annual  Report,  at  8:  “[NSK 
has  established  a]  tripartite  global  sales, 
marketing,  and  manufacturing 
structure — ^Japan,  including  Asia  and 
Oceania,  the  Americas  and  Europe.  Each 
base  is  linked  to  Japan  by  an 
I  information  network  system  to  facilitate 
production,  marketing,  and  technical 
cooperation”;  “[NSK-Europe]  and  UPI 
[the  RHP  holding  company]  *  *  *  are 
proceeding  to  build  a  new  relationship 
to  multiply  production  results  in  the 
United  l^ngdom”  (Id.  at  12);  and  “NSK- 
implement^  marketing  activities  in 
cooperation  with  UPI,  which  joined  the 
NSK-Group  in  1990”  (Id.  at  16). 

As  additional  evidence  of  NSK- 
Japan’s  degree  of  control  over  both  RHP 
and  NSK-Europe.  Torrington  notes  NSK- 
Japan’s  recent  decision  to  integrate  all 
the  sales  activities  of  NSK-Europe  and 
RHP  in  Europe.  Furthermore,  Torrington 
argues  that  NSK-Japan,  UPI,  RHP,  and 
NSK-Europe  share  many  board  members 
who  serve  important  managerial 
functions.  Torrington  cites  several  such 
board  members  and  directors. 

Torrington  asserts  that  in  cases  where 
the  bo^  members  in  common  are 
involved  in  management  or  marketing 
functions,  it  is  likely  that  there  is 
common  access  to  pertinent  sales, 
marketing,  and  manufacturing 
information.  Therefore,  the  companies 
should  be  collapsed.  Torrington  also 
argues  that  NSK-Europe  and  RHP  have 
rationalized  their  production 
operations,  as  RHP  no  longer 
manufactures  any  of  the  product  it 
purchases  &t>m  NSK-Europe.  Torrington 
states  that  this  means  that  the  two 
companies  have  consolidated  supply 
and/or  production  operations,  and 
should  be  collapsed  for  this  reason  also. 

Torrington  and  Federal-Mogul 
contend  that  the  verification  reports 
fully  support  the  decision  to  collapse. 
Torrington  quotes  the  Department’s 


findings,  several  of  which  contain 
business  proprietary  information,  to 
argue  that  RHP  and  NSK-Europe  are 
intertwined.  In  the  Department’s  public 
versions  of  the  verification  reports, 
Torrington  cites  the  findings  that  RHP 
has  come  under  pressure  ^m  NSK- 
Japan  not  to  reveal  the  nature  of  their 
corporate  relationship  in  certain 
circumstances,  that  NSK-Japan  was  able 
to  create  new  sales  divisions  and  a 
research  center  by  combining  elements 
of  RHP  and  NSK-Europe  by  executive 
decision,  and  that  NSK-Japan  influences 
and  approves  the  amount  of  NSK- 
Europe’s  yearly  retained  earnings  and 
long-term  planning.  Finally,  Torrington 
argues  that  the  very  fact  that  NSK- 
Europe  filed  a  prehearing  brief  solely  to 
request  relief  for  RHP  belies  its 
contention  that  the  companies  are 
separate,  and  shows  that  they  have 
common  interests.  Torrington  argues 
that  NSK-Europe  was  fully  warned  that 
failure  to  provide  appropriate  sales  and 
cost  information  would  result  in  the  use 
of  BIA,  and  that  the  Department  should 
not  now  reward  NSK-Europe’s  conduct. 
Federal-Mogul  dtes  Final  Determination 
of  Sales  at  I^ss  Than  Fair  Value;  Brass 
Sheet  and  Strip  firom  France,  52  FR  812, 
814  (January  9, 1987)  as  an  example  of 
a  case  where  the  Department  resorted  to 
BIA  where  a  respondent’s  affiliate  failed 
to  provide  sales  information. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington  and  Federal-Mo^l.  In  AFBs 
n,  57  FR  at  28393,  we  stated  that  “the 
Department’s  usual  practice  is  to 
collapse  related  parties  if  the  nature  of 
their  relationship  allows  the  possibility 
of  price  and  cost  manipulation.”  In  the 
recent  Final  Determinations  of  Sales  at 
Less  Than  Fair  Value;  Certain  Hot- 
Rolled  Carbon  Steel  Flat  Products, 
Certain  Cold-Rolled  Carbon  Steel  Flat 
Products,  and  Certain  Corrosion- 
Resistant  Carbon  Steel  Flat  Products 
from  Japan  (Carbon  Steel  from  Japan), 
issued  on  June  21, 1993  and  to  be 
published  shortly,  the  Department 
provided  additional  guidance  with 
respect  to  the  collapsing  of  related 
parties.  In  Carbon  Steel  firom  Japan,  the 
Department  stated  that  in  addition  to 
the  degree  of  voting  control  one 
company  may  have  over  another  and  the 
extent  of  their  financial  relationship, 
“the  Department  uses  other  factors  in 
determining  whether  to  collapse  related 
enterprises,  which  include  whether:  (1) 
'The  companies  are  closely  intertwin^; 
(2)  the  companies  have  transactions 
with  each  other;  (3)  the  companies  have 
similar  production  equipment,  so  that  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  retool 
facilities  in  order  to  change  either 
entity’s  manufacturing  priorities;  and  (4) 


the  entities  are  capable  of  manipulating 
prices  or  afiecting  production  decisions, 
through  their  sales  and  production 
efforts.”  In  Carbon  Steel,  the 
Department  also  stated  that  it  “need  not 
show  all  of  these  factors  exist  in  order 
to  collapse  related  entities,  but  only  that 
the  companies  are  sufficiently  related  to 
create  the  possibility  of  price 
manipulation.” 

Because  RHP  and  NSK-Europe  have  a 
sister  relationship  rather  than  a  parent- 
subsidiary  relationship,  we  examined 
the  relationship  of  the  parent 
corporation  (NSK-Japan)  vis-a-vis  its 
sulMidiaries  in  assessing  the  capability 
of  manipulating  prices  and  affecting 
production  decisions.  RHP  and  NSK- 
Europe  are  wholly  owned  by  the  same 
parent.  We  consider  this  degree  of 
ownership  to  be  a  strong  indicator  of 
NSK-Japan’s  potential  to  control  NSK- 
Europe’s  and  RHP’s  production  and 
pricing  decisions.  Furthermore,  the 
financial  information  of  the  two 
respondents  is  consolidated  in  NSK- 
Japan’s  financial  statement.  Such 
consolidation  constitutes  additional 
evidence  that  the  companies  are  closely 
intertwined  and  have  a  financial 
relationship.  See  Carbon  Steel  from 
Japan. 

We  found  evidence  at  verification  and 
in  NSK-Japan’s  1991  Annual  Report  of 
other  forms  of  control  by  NSK-Japan  and 
of  a  relationship  between  RHP  and  NSK- 
Europe  that  is  becoming  increasingly 
intertwined.  The  Annual  Report 
suggests  that  there  is  extensive 
collaboration  and  rationalization  of 
research,  marinating,  and  production 
between  all  members  of  the  NSK  group, 
including  RHP.  RHP  has  stopped 
manufacturing  any  of  the  merchandise 
supplied  to  it  by  NSK-Europe.  During 
the  POR,  RHP  and  NSK-Europe  made 
use  of  the  same  sales  agents  for 
automotive  products  and  of  the  same 
research  facility,  the  ERG.  NSK-Japan 
created  the  ERG  by  transferring  assets 
and  personnel  to  it  from  both  RHP  and 
NSK-Europe.  Although  NSK-Japan’s 
decision  to  integrate  all  the  sales 
activities  of  NSK-Europe  and  RHP  in 
Europe  occurred  outside  the  POR,  it  is 
indicative  of  the  amount  of  control 
exercised  by  the  parent  company. 

'The  record  shows  that  NSk-Japan, 
UPI,  RHP,  and  NSK-Europe  share  many 
board  members  and  directors  who  serve 
important  managerial  functions.  The 
sharing  of  board  members  by  related 
companies,  particularly  members  with 
management  responsibilities,  is 
evidence  that  the  companies  are  closely 
intertwined.  It  also  in^cates  the 
capability  of  NSK-Japan  to  manipulate 
prices  or  affect  pn^uction  decisions 
regarding  the  two  respondents. 
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Furthermore,  at  verification,  we  found 
additional  (business  proprietary) 
evidence  that  NSK-Europe  and  RHP 
were  intertwined. 

All  of  the  above  factors  demonstrate 
that  NSK-Europe  and  RHP  have  a 
significant  financial  relationship,  are 
closely  intertwined,  and  that  their 
parent  company,  NSK-Japan.  is  capable 
of  price  and  cost  manipulation.  Thus, 
sufficient  evidence  exists  for  the 
collapsing  of  NSK-Europe  and  RHP  for 
the  purposes  of  calculating  dumping 
margins  in  the  final  results  of  review. 

Because  we  determined  to  collapse 
RHP  and  NSK-Europe  in  the  last  review, 
as  in  this  review,  we  required  all  sales 
and  pertinent  cost  information  to  be 
filed  for  RHP  and  NSK  Exurtpe.  Except 
for  a  Section  A  response,  no  information 
was  reported  for  NSK-Europe.  However, 
RHP  did  provide  sufficient  product  and 
summary  sales  information  to  allow  us 
to  determine  by  computer  analysis 
which  margins  were  potentially  altered 
by  the  absence  of  NSK-Euroi>e’s  home 
market  sales  and  cost  data,  addition, 
we  verified  NSK-Europe’s  Section  A 
response  and  information  pertinent  to 
the  relationship  between  the  two 
companies.  Bemuse  we  are  treating  RHP 
and  NSK-Europe  as  one  entity,  and 
because  the  lack  of  information  from 
NSK-Europe  only  affects  a  limited 
number  of  U.S.  sales,  we  have  applied 
a  BIA  rate  only  to  those  affected  U.S. 
sales.  The  BIA  rate  is  the  highest  rate 
ever  calculated  for  ball  bearings  from 
the  U.K.  (61.14'percent). 

Comment  5:  Barden  and  FAG-UK,  two 
related  respondents,  contend  that  the 
Department’s  decision  to  consolidate  or 
"collapse”  them  is  an  unwarranted  and 
unreasonable  departure  from  long¬ 
standing  administrative  precedent.  They 
contend  that  the  decision  to  treat  them 
as  a  single  entity  is  inconsistent  with 
the  decision  to  grant  them  separate 
treatment  published  in  AFBs  //,  57  FR 
at  28393,  and  the  more  recent  decision 
in  a  letter  dated  September  24, 1992  to 
allow  separate  reporting  for  the  third 
review  of  AFBs.  Respondents  argue  that 
the  Department  requires  the  calculation 
of  separate  antidumping  margins  where 
it  determines  that  the  related 
respondents  are  distinct  entities  such 
that  there  is  no  substantial  danger  of 
price  and  cost  manipulation  between 
the  two  companies.  They  cite 
Residential  Door  Locks  and  Parts 
Thereof  From  Taiwan;  Final 
Determination  of  Sales  at  Less  Than  Fair 
Value,  54  FR  53153,  53161  (December 
27, 1989),  Certain  Iron  Construction 
Castings  From  Canada;  Final  Results  of 
Administrative  Review,  55  FR  460 
(Janua^  5, 1990),  and  the  AFB  LTFV 
Investigation,  54  FR  18992  as  support 


for  this  position.  They  also  contend  that 
evidence  on  the  record,  which  has 
remained  uncontroverted  and 
unchanged  since  the  second  review  of 
AFBs,  supports  their  contention  that 
each  is  a  distinct  entity  such  that  there 
is  no  substantial  danger  of  price  and 
cost  manipulation  between  the  two 
companies. 

Respondents  state  that  there  are  only 
two  b^s  upon  which  the  collapsing  of 
the  two  companies  for  purposes  of  the 
Department’s  dumping  analysis  could 
be  justified:  (1)  Where  FAC-UK 
exercised  domination  over  the  policies 
and  operations  of  Barden,  or  vice  versa; 
or  (2)  Where  a  third  company  exercised 
domination  over  the  policies  and 
operations  of  both  Barden  and  FAC-UK. 
Barden  and  FAC-UK  claim  that  the 
situation  described  in  (1)  has  never 
existed,  and  there  is  nothing  in  the 
record  to  suggest  such  a  relationship 
between  them.  Respondents  further 
assert  that  a  third  company,  namely 
FAC-Cermany  (their  parent 
corporation),  has  never  dominated  the 
policies  and  operations  of  both 
re^ondents. 

Respondents  note  that  the  only  "new” 
information  appearing  on  the  record, 
and  the  only  conceivable  basis  on  which 
the  Department  could  have  predicated 
its  reversal  of  policy,  are  statements 
made  by  the  ENapartment  in  the  context 
of  the  FAC-Cermany  sales  verification 
report  regarding  the  supposed  control 
FAC-Cermany  has  over  its  subsidiaries, 
including  FAC-UK  and  Barden. 
Respondents  challenge  the  accuracy  of 
several  statements  on  this  topic 
contained  in  the  verification  report  and 
urge  the  Department  to  reconsider  its 
position  in  light  of  the  clarifications  and 
corrections  argued  by  each  in  their 
respective  briefs. 

In  rebuttal,  Torrin^on  argues  that  the 
Department’s  general  practice  is  to 
collapse  relat^  companies  "if  the 
nature  of  their  relationship  allows  the 
possibility  of  price  and  cost 
manipulation.”  AFBs  n,  57  FR  at  28393. 
Citing  various  statements  appearing  in 
FACCermany’s  1991  Annual  Report 
and  FAC-UK’s  questionnaire  response, 
petitioner  claims  that  the  record 
indicates  common  control  of  FAC-UK 
and  Barden  by  FAC-Cermany.  Among 
these  facts  are  that  FAC-UK  and  Barden 
share  board  members  with  each  other 
and  with  FAC-Cermany,  their  parent 
corooration. 

I^arding  respondents’  challenge  of 
statements  made  in  the  Department’s 
FAC-Cermany  verification  report, 
petitioner  argues  that  it  is  too  late  to 
correct  the  Department’s  basic 
impressions  by  way  of  post-verification 
submission  of  facts.  Torrington  further 


claims  that  the  fact  that  Barden  and 
FAC-UK  have  access  to  FAC-Cermany’s 
proprietary  verification  report  strongly 
demonstrates  the  close  relationship 
between  all  the  FAC  Croup  companies 
and  illustrates  the  potential  for  mutual 
price  and  cost  manipulation. 
Accordingly,  petitioner  asserts  that  the 
Department  should  collapse  FAC-UK 
and  Barden  for  the  final  results. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington  that  Barden  and  FAC-UK 
should  be  collapsed  for  purposes  of  this 
review.  In  accordance  with  the  standard 
set  forth  in  Comment  4  above,  we 
considered  various  factors  in 
determining  whether  to  collapse  Barden 
and  FAC-UK. 

Because  Barden  and  FAC-UK  have  a 
sister  relationship  rather  than  a  parent- 
subsidiary  relationship,  we  examined 
the  relationship  of  the  parent 
corporation  (FAC-Cermany)  vis-a-vis  its 
subsidiaries  in  assessing  the  capability 
of  manipulating  prices  and  costs,  and 
afiecting  production  decisions.  FAC-UK 
and  Barden  are  wholly  owned  by  the 
same  parent.  We  consider  this  degree  of 
ownership  to  be  a  strong  indicator  of 
FAC-Cermany’s  potential  to  control 
FAC-UK’s  and  Barden’s  production  and 
pricing  decisions.  Furthermore,  the 
financial  information  of  the  two 
respondents  is  consolidated  in  FAC- 
Cermany’s  financial  statement.  Such 
consolidation  constitutes  additional 
evidence  that  the  companies  are  closely 
intertwined  and  have  a  financial 
relationship.  See  Carbon  Steel  from 
Ja^n,  supra. 

The  record  shows  that  Barden  and 
FAC-UK  share  board  members  with 
each  other  and  with  FAC-Cermany  who 
serve  important  managerial  functions. 
See  FAC’s  1991  Annual  Report  at  6  and 
78.  The  sharing  of  board  members  by 
two  related  companies,  particularly 
members  with  management 
responsibilities,  is  evidence  that  the 
companies  are  closely  intertwined.  It 
also  indicates  the  capability  of  FAC- 
Cermany  to  manipulate  prices  or  affect 
production  decisions  regarding  the  two 
respondents. 

We  note  that  FAC-UK  stated  in  its 
supplemental  response  to  Section  A  of 
the  questionnaire  that  "at  times  FAC- 
Cermany  may  direct  certain  marketing 
and  sales  strategies  for  its  European 
affiliates  or  make  upper-level 
administrative  and  management 
decisions  which  pertain  directly  or 
indirectly  to  FAC-UK  (to  this  end,  FAC- 
UK’s  board  of  directors  consists  of  FAC- 
UK  as  well  as  FAC-Cermany 
personnel).”  FAC-UK  Supplemental 
Response  to  Sections  A,  B  and  C,  p.  2, 
November  23, 1992.  In  addition,  FAC- 
UK  explains  in  its  Section  A  response 
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that  th«  “FAG  Bearings  Group  is 
composed  of  an  integrated  network  of 
full-lina  producers,  exporters  and 
importers,  using  a  worldwide 
rationalized  pr^uction  system.”  FAG- 
UK  Section  A  Response,  p.  1,  Septmnber 
18, 1992.  In  its  1990  Annual  Report. 

FAG  KGS  describes  its  acquisition  of 
The  Barden  Corp(xatian  as  one  that 
“will  produce  synergies  in  development 
and  distribution.”  FAG  KGS  Annual 
Repmt  at  10,  Exhibit  A-13  of  FAG-UK's 
Se^on  A  Response.  These  statements 
illustrate  FAG-German]r’s  potential,  if 
not  actual,  influence  over  the  sales  and 
production  activities  of  its  subsidiaries 
and  support  the  SeptembOT  18  decisicm 
to  collapse  FAG  UK  and  Barden  UK. 

We  did  not  collapse  the  respondents 
in  the  second  review  because  FAG  KGS 
had  not  acquired  Barden  UK  until  seven 
months  into  the  1990-91  review  period. 
The  consolidation,  though,  was  fully  in 
place  for  this  current  review.  Therefore, 
it  was  during  the  current  FOR  that  the 
extent  of  FAG-UK’s  and  Barden’s 
relationship  became  relevant.  We 
recognize  that,  whmi  respondents  were 
filing  questionnaire  responses  for  the 
third  review,  we  allow^  separate 
reporting  by  FAG-UK  and  Barden.  We 
did  so  b^use  the  two  companies 
indicated  that  their  record-keeping 
systems  were  separate  and  not  easily 
merged  for  purposes  of  responding  to 
the  questionnaire.  However,  our 
decision  to  allow  separate  reporting 
does  not  preclude  our  collapsing  the 
two  companies  in  calculating  dumping 
marmns. 

Alter  fully  considering  the 
information  on  the  reco^  in  this 
review,  including  FAG  KGS's 
percentage  ownership  in  its  U.K. 
subsidiaries  and  the  fact  that  the  permit 
and  sister  companies  share  common 
board  members,  we  determine  that  a 
strong  possibility  of  prices  and  costs  m 
production  manipulation  exists  between 
the  related  companies.  Therefore,  we  are 
continuing  to  collapse  FAG-UK  and 
Barden  for  purposes  of  calculating 
dumping  margins  in  the  final  results  of 
review. 

12.  Samples.  Prototypes  and  Sales 
Outside  the  Ordinary  Course  of  Trade 

Comment  1:  Based  upon  the  standard 
established  in  Certain  Welded  Carbon 
Steel  Standard  Pipes  and  Tubes  From 
India;  Final  Results  of  Antidumping 
Duty  Administrative  Reviews  (Indian 
Pipes  and  Tubes),  56  FR  64753 
(December  12, 1991),  Cellular  Mobile 
Telephones  and  Su^ssemblies  from 
Japan;  Final  Results  of  Antidumping 
Duty  Administrative  Review  (Cellular 
Mobile  Telephones),  57  FR  7728  (March 
4, 1992),  and  Murata  M/g.  Co.,  Ltd.  v. 


United  States  (Murata),  Slip  Op.  93-63 
(CTT  April  20, 1993),  Federal-Mogul  and 
Torrington  claim  that  the  relevant 
submissions  by  respondents  contain 
insufficient  ewideaix  suppmting  their 
individual  claims  that  their  alleged 
home  market  sample  and  prototype 
sales  are  made  outside  the  ordinary 
course  of  trade.  This  standard, 
accmding  to  the  two  parties,  requires  a 
respcmdent  to  demonstrate  that  samples 
or  prototypes  are  not  only  sold  in  small 
quantities  at  high  prices,  but  that  the 
high  prices  are  a  function  of  the  small 
quantities  sold.  Qting  Nachi-Fujikoshi 
Corp.  V.  United  States  (Nachi),  798  F. 
Supp.  716,  718  (OT  1992),  Federal- 
Mogul  states  that  the  respondent  has  the 
burden  of  proving  that  sales  are  outside 
the  ordinary  course  of  trade. 

With  regard  to  Koyo’s  sample  and 
prototype  sales,  Torrington  specifically 
argues  that  an  analysis  of  Koyo’s  sample 
sales  reveals  that  there  are  numwous 
examples  of  the  same  bearing  model 
sold  as  a  sample  sale  after  that  model 
has  been  sold  to  the  same  customer  as 
a  sale  in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade. 
Torrington  also  notes  that  the 
verification  repeat  indicates  that  while  a 
prototype  and  a  sample  sale  were 
selects  for  examinatiem,  Koyo  was  only 
able  to  provide  supporting 
documentation  fcH’  the  prototype  sale. 

Citing  AFBs  II,  57  FR  28360,  Tapered 
Roller  Bearings,  Finished  and 
Unfinished,  and  Parts  Thereof,  From 
Japan;  Final  Results  of  Administrative 
Review.  56  FR  41508  (August  21, 1991), 
and  Large  Power  Transformers  From 
Japan;  Final  Results  of  Administrative 
Review,  51  FR  21197  (June  11. 1986), 
FAG-Germany  and  FAG-Italy  argue  that 
the  Department  has  long  held  that 
certain  sales  involving  substantially 
smaller  quantities  and  significantly 
higher  prices  are  not  within  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade  for  purposes  of 
establishing  FMV.  According  to  FAG- 
Germany,  in  AFBs  II,  57  FR  at  28390, 
the  Department  excluded  home  market 
sample  sales  horn  FMV  where  pricing 
details  were  provided  for  some  of  these 
sales,  demonstrating  that  such  samples 
were  typically  sold  at  significantly 
higher  prices  than  comparable  non¬ 
sample  bearings.  FAG-Germany  states 
that  in  this  review  it  similarly  provided 
a  listing  of  all  sample  merchandise  sold 
in  the  home  market  during  the  eight 
sample  months  that  compares  the  net 
resale  price  of  the  sample  sale  with  the 
weight-averaged  net  resale  price  of  all 
bearings  falling  within  that  sample’s 
family  during  the  eight  sample  months. 
RespKxident  submits  that  this  evidence 
demonstrates  that  sample  sales  are 
almost  always  sold  at  premium  prices, 
considerably  above  the  average  prices 


for  identical  ot  similar  non-sample 
sales. 

FAG-Germany  also  argues  that 
petitioner’s  reliance  on  Cellular  Mobile 
Telephones  is  misplaced.  Acemding  to 
respondent,  the  Department’s  standard 
enunciated  in  Cellular  Mobile 
Telephones  applies  to  requests  under  19 
CFR  353.35  for  relief  on  sales  not  sold 
in  the  usual  commercial  quantities,  as 
opposed  to  the  “ordinary  corirse  of 
tra^”  language  contain^  in  19  U.S.C. 
1677b(aMl)(A). 

FA&Italy  and  the  SKF  Cknup 
companies  argue  that  they  reported 
sample  and  prototype  sales  pursuant  to 
the  Department’s  instructions  and, 
therefore,  the  Department  has  the 
information  necessary  to  analyze  sudi 
transactions  and  to  conclude  that  they 
are  outside  the  ordinary  course  of  trade. 

Citing  Tapered  Roller  Bearings  and 
Parts  Thereof,  Finished  and  Unfinished. 
From  Japan,  57  FR  4960  (February  11, 
1992),  NTN  contends  that  the 
Department  should  exclude  its  sample 
sales  firom  the  HM  database  prior  to 
calculating  FMV.  Respondent  asserts 
that,  at  verification,  the  Department 
confirmed  that  NTN’s  reported  sample 
sales  were  recorded  as  such  in  company 
records.  NTN  also  argues  that  home 
market  sales  identified  as  not  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade  should  be 
similarly  excluded  from  the  home 
market  database.  Respondent  claims 
that  the  data  and  analysis  it  provided 
(which  was  verified)  regarding  such 
sales  parallels  the  “extensive  data  and 
price  history”  provided  by  an  exporter 
in  the  second  review  of  AFBs  that 
resulted  in  the  exclusion  of  sales 
identified  as  not  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  trade. 

Torrington  rebuts  NTN’s  argument  by 
noting  that  the  mere  designation  of  sales 
as  samples  in  a  respondent’s  records  is 
not  controlling.  Petitioner  also  argues 
that  NTN  has  not  established  that 
“small  quantity”  sales  are  outside  the 
ordinary  covuse  of  trade  within  the 
meaning  of  19  U.S.C.  1677b(a)(l)(A). 

NSK  maintains  that  the  evi^nce  it 
has  submitted  regarding  prototype  sales 
is  sufficient  to  demonstrate  that  sudi 
sales  were  made  outside  the  ordinary 
course  of  trade  and,  therefore,  should  be 
excluded  from  the  calculation  of  FMV. 

Department’s  Position:  19  U.S.C. 
1677b(a)(l)(A)  and  19  CFR  353.46(a) 
provide  for  the  exclusion  from  the 
calculation  of  FMV  sales  made  outside 
the  ordinary  course  of  trade.  In 
accordance  with  Department  practice, 
respcxidents  bear  the  burden  of  proving 
that  foreign  market  sales  were  made 
outside  the  ordinary  course  of  trade.  See 
Murata,  Slip  Op.  93—53  at  8,  and  Nachi, 
798  F.  Supp.  at  718.  In  these  reviews. 
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various  respondents  requested  that  the 
Department  designate  certain  foreign 
market  sales  as  being  outside  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade  because  the 
sales  involved  sample  and  prototype 
merchandise.  The  fact  that  a  respondent 
has  identified  merchandise  as  being  a 
sample  or  prototype,  however,  is 
insufficient  to  render  the  sales  of  such 
merchandise  outside  the  ordinary 
coiurse  of  trade.  Therefore,  we  have 
examined  whether  to  exclude  sales  of 
such  bearings  fix)m  our  FMV 
calculations  on  the  basis  of  the  extent  to 
which  respondents  have  satisfied  their 
biirden  of  proof  by  providing  specific 
evidence  that  sucm  sales  fall  outside  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade.  Our  standards 
for  evaluating  this  evidence  are  set  forth 
below. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  review,  we 
have  applied  the  standard  set  forth  in 
Murata,  in  which  the  CTT  quoted  with 
approval  the  statement  in  Indian  Pipes 
and  Tubes,  56  FR  at  64755,  that  the 
Department  does  not  rely  on  one  factor 
taken  in  isolation  but  rather  considers 
all  the  circumstances  particular  to  the 
sales  in  question  in  determining 
whether  they  are  outside  the  ordinary 
coiuse  of  trade.  In  Murata,  the  CIT 
noted  that,  in  other  cases,  the 
Department  had  determined  that  sales 
were  outside  the  ordinary  course  of 
trade  not  only  due  to  the  presence  of 
smaller  quantities  and  hi^er  prices,  but 
also  because  the  Department  found,  for 
example,  that  prices  for  sample  sales 
were  determined  separately  fit>m 
standard  price  lists,  that  customers 
pvirchased  products  for  trial  or 
evaluation  purposes,  or  that  sales  were 
cancelled  prior  to  invoicing.  Murata, 

Slip  Op.  93-53  at  9. 

Given  the  above  guidance,  we  believe 
that  the  arguments  advanced  by 
Torrington,  Federal-Mogul,  and  various 
respondents  are  overly  narrow  in  their 
emphasis  on  smaller  quantities  and 
higner  prices  as  being  dispositive  of 
sales  made  outside  the  ordinary  course 
of  trade.  Specifically,  respondent  FAG- 
Italy  is  incorrect  to  say  that  the 
Department  in  other  cases  automatically 
has  determined  that  sales  involving 
substantially  smaller  quantities  and 
significantly  higher  prices  are  outside 
the  ordinary  course  of  trade.  In  Murata, 
the  CTT  upheld  the  Department’s 
determination  that  evidence  of  sales 
generally  made  in  smaller  quantities 
and  at  higher  prices  is  insufficient  to 
establish  that  sales  were  not  made  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade.  Murata,  Slip. 
Op.  93-53  at  8.  Because  evidence  of 
smaller  quantities  and  higher  prices  is 
insufficient  to  render  sales  outside  the 
ordinary  coiurse  of  trade.  Torrington’s 
and  Federal-Mogul’s  argument  ffiat 


higher  prices  must  be  a  function  of 
smaller  quantities,  as  set  forth  in 
Cellular  Mobile  Telephones,  is  not 
dispositive.  Moreover,  we  agree  with 
FAG-Germany  that  this  argument  is 
misplaced,  b^use  it  applies  to  the 
“usual  commercial  quantities”  clause  of 
the  statute  rather  than  to  the  “ordinary 
course  of  trade”  clause. 

'Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  standard 
set  forth  in  Murata,  we  have  examined 
not  only  sales  quantities  and  prices,  but 
also  the  overall  circumstances  under 
which  respondents  made  sales  alleged 
to  be  outside  the  ordinary  course  of 
trade.  In  those  instances  in  which 
respondents  have  failed  to  meet  their 
buMen  of  proof  by  providing 
insufficient  evidence  that  sales  of 
sample  or  prototype  bearings  fall 
outside  the  ordinary  course  of  trade,  we 
have  included  such  sales  in  our 
calculations  of  FMV.  We  address  the 
evidence  provided  by  each  respondent 
below. 

Because  Koyo  was  unable  to  provide 
any  evidence  (such  as  that  suggested  in 
Murata,  supra)  substantiating  that  a  sale 
selected  for  verification  was  indeed  a 
sample  sale,  we  included  all  HM  sales 
identified  as  samples  in  the  calculation 
of  FMV.  However,  we  excluded 
prototype  sales  horn  the  calculation  of 
FMV  b^use  Koyo  provided  ample 
evidence  regarding  its  prototype  sales 
and  was  able  to  substantiate  sales 
identified  as  such  at  verification. 

We  disagree  with  FAG-Germany  that 
the  evidence  it  presented  in  this  review 
is  comparable  to  the  evidence  provided 
by  another  respondent  in  AFBs  U,  57  FR 
at  28394.  In  the  second  review  of  AFBs. 
the  Department  found  that  “NSK  has 
provided  ample  information 
documenting  the  nature  of  its  prototype 
and  sample  sales  and  has  provided 
extensive  data  and  price  history 
information  regarding  some  of  its 
prototypes  and  samples.”  Id.  The  same 
cannot  be  said  here  with  respect  to 
FAG-Germany.  Although  respondent 
provided  price  comparison  data  for  all 
of  its  sample  and  prototype  sales,  this 
data  merely  proves  that  such  sales  were 
made  in  smaller  quantities  at  higher 
prices.  Respondent  has  provided  no 
information  regarding  the  circumstances 
surrounding  the  sales  alleged  to  be 
outside  the  ordinary  course  of  trade. 
Therefore,  FAG-Germany’s  data 
provides  insufficient  evidence  in  and  of 
itself  for  proving  that  sample  sales  were 
made  outside  the  ordinary  course  of 
trade. 

We  agree  with  Torrington  that  the 
record  contains  insufficient  evidence 
supporting  FAG-Italy’s  and  the  SKF 
Group  companies’  claims  that  home 
market  sales  identified  as  sample  and 


prototype  sales  were  made  outside  the 
ordin^  course  of  trade.  Since  the 
claimant  bears  the  burden  of  proving 
that  such  sales  were  made  outside  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade,  simply 
referring  to  the  data  contained  in 
respondents’  respective  home  market 
sales  listing  is  insufficient  evidence. 

'The  most  an  analysis  of  such  data  could 
prove  is  that  such  sales  were  made  in 
smaller  quantities  at  higher  prices. 

We  ag^  with  Torrington  that  NTN’s 
sample  sales  should  be  included  in  the 
calculation  of  FMV.  As  stated  above,  the 
fact  that  respondent  identified  sales  as 
sample  and  prototype  sales  does  not 
necessarily  render  such  sales  outside 
the  ordinary  course  of  trade.  Thus,  the 
verification  of  the  designation  of  certain 
sales  as  samples  merely  proves  that 
respondent  identified  sales  recorded  as 
samples  in  its  own  records.  Such 
evidence  does  not  indicate  that  such 
sales  were  made  outside  the  ordinary 
course  of  trade  for  purposes  of 
calculating  FMV  in  these  reviews. 
Accordingly,  we  have  included  NTN’s 
sample  sales  in  the  calculation  of  FMV. 

We  also  disagree  with  NTN’s  claim 
that  sales  of  pr^ucts  with  a  sporadic 
sales  history  fall  outside  the  ordinary 
course  of  trade.  Infrequent  sales  of  small 
quantities  of  certain  models  is 
insufficient  evidence  to  establish  that 
sales  were  made  outside  the  ordinary 
course  of  trade.  ’Thus,  because  NTN 
failed  to  satisfy  its  burden  of  proof  in 
accordance  with  the  standard  set  forth 
above,  we  have  not  excluded  sales 
identified  by  NTN  as  outside  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade  from  the 
calculation  of  FMV. 

NSK  provided  detailed  information 
on  certain  prototype  models  including 
quantities  involved,  the  frequency  of 
transactions,  customer  information, 
design  specifications,  applications,  and 
dates  of  sale.  Furthermore,  at 
verification,  we  reviewed  supporting 
documentation  of  a  prototype  sale.  As 
established  above,  the  Department  does 
not  rely  on  one  factor  taken  in  isolation 
but  rather  considers  all  the 
circumstances  particular  to  the  sales  in 
question  in  determining  whether  HM 
sales  were  made  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  trade.  Furthermore,  we  do  not  require 
information  on  every  specific  bearing  in 
order  to  establish  the  accuracy  of  a 
particular  claim.  AFBs  II,  57  TO  at 
28394.  Accordingly,  based  on  the 
detailed  and  broad-ranging  data 
supplied  by  respondent,  we  have 
excluded  NSK’s  prototypes  from  the 
calculation  of  FMV. 

Comment  2:  'The  SKF  Group  and  NSK 
contend  that  it  is  inappropriate  for  the 
Department  to  include  sample  or  zero 
value  sales  in  the  calculation  of  U.S. 
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price.  Gting  Ipsco  Inc.  v.  United  States 
iipsco),  714  F.  supp.  1211, 1217  (crr 
1989)  (reversed  on  other  grounds,  965 
F.2d  1056  (Fed.  Cir.  1992)),  respcmdoits 
assert  that  the  Department’s  policy  is  to 
exclude  from  the  mar^  calculation:  (1) 
U.S.  sales  that  are  not  representative  of 
Ihe  selln’s  behavior;  and  (2)  sales  that 
are  so  small  that  they  would  have  an 
insignificant  effect  on  the  margin.  NSK 
asserts  that  its  prototype  and  sample 
sales  are  not  representative  of  its  normal 
U.S.  sales.  SKF  claims  that  the  subject 
sample  and  zero  value  sales  are  isolated 
incidents,  as  evidenced  by  its  U.S.  sales 
files.  Additionally,  NSK  daims  that  its 
zero  price  samples  should  be  excluded 
from  the  U.S.  sales  database  because 
providing  these  samples  does  not 
constitute  a  “sale”  pursuant  to  19  U.S.C 
1673.  Gting  Tapered  Roller  Bearings. 
Four  Inches  or  Less  in  Outside 
Diameter,  and  Certain  Components 
Thereof.  From  Japan;  Final  Results  of 
Antidumping  Duty  Administrative 
Review,  56  FR  23054,  26059  (June  6, 

1991)  and  Tapered  Roller  Bearings,  And 
Parts  Thereof,  Finished  and  Unfinished, 
From  Japan;  Final  Results  of 
Antidumping  Duty  Administrative 
Review,  57  FR  4960, 4070  (February  11, 

1992) ,  respondent  contends  that  the 
Department  has  defined  “sale”  to 
exclude  any  zero  price  sample  in  which 
ihe  cost  of  the  sample  is  accoimted  for 
as  an  indirect  selling  expense.  Because 
the  cost  of  samples  is  accoimted  for  in 
its  G&A  expenses,  NSK  claims  that  to 
include  zero  price  samples  in  NSK’s 
U.S.  database  results  in  a  double¬ 
counting  of  the  cost  of  zero  price 
samples. 

Torrington  and  Federal-Mogul  argue 
that  there  is  no  statutory  or  regulatory 
basis  for  excluding  any  U.S.  sales  from 
review,  since  the  statutory  and 
regulatory  language  directing  the 
Departm«it  to  consider  only  sales  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade  appears  cmly  in 
the  definition  of  FMV.  Gting  AFBs  U,  57 
FR  28360,  Final  Results  of  Antidumping 
Duty  Administrative  Review;  Color 
Television  Receivers  From  the  Republic 
of  Korea,  56  FR  12701  (March  27, 1991), 
and  Brass  Sheet  and  Strip  From  Canada; 
Final  Results  of  Antidumping  Duty 
Administrative  Review,  55  FR  31414 
lAugust  2, 1990),  petitioner  asserts  that, 
as  a  matter  of  agency  practice,  the 
Department  has  consistently  recognized 
its  obligaticm  to  analyze  all  U.S.  s^es 
within  the  period  of  review.  Petitioner 
also  notes  that  all  imports  of 
merchandise  subject  to  an  antidumping 
duty  order  are  subject  to  the  imposition 
of  antidumping  duties,  following 
administrative  review.  19  U.S.C  1673; 
19  U.S.C  1675(aK2).  Petitioner 


distinguishes  Ipsco  from  this  case  by 
noting  that  that  decision  regards  an 
investigation,  where  the  Department 
routinely  excludes  certain  clasaes  of 
sales.  Regarding  NSK’s  argument  that  its 
sample  sides  are  account^  for  in  its 
G&A  expenses,  petitioner  refers  to  AFBs 
n,  57  FR  28360,  claiming  that  NSK 
failed  to  demonstrate  in  this  review  that 
it  maintains  exclusive  ownership  of  the 
zero-priced  samples  after  exportation. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torringtim  and  Federal-Mogul.  As  set 
forth  in  AFBs  J7, 57  FR  at  28395,  other 
than  for  sampling,  there  is  neither  a 
statutory  nor  a  regulatory  basis  for 
excluding  any  U.S.  sales  from  review. 
The  statute  and  the  regulations  require 
the  Department  to  ancdyze  all  U.S.  sales 
within  the  POR.  Final  Results  of 
Antidumping  Administrative  Review; 
Color  Television  Receivers  From  the 
Republic  of  Korea,  56  FR  12709  (March 
27, 1991).  We  agree  with  Torrington  that 
Ipsco  is  inapplicable  to  this  case  in  that 
it  concerns  a  less-than-fair-value 
investigaticm  in  which  the  Department 
has  the  discretion  to  eliminate  unusual 
U.S.  sales,  as  opposed  to  an 
administrative  review  in  whidi  19 
U.S.C  1675(aK2)(A)  requires  analysis  of 
“each  U.S.  entry"  excej^  in  cases  where 
the  agency  utilizes  “averages  or 
generally  recognized  sampling 
techniques"  pursuant  to  19  U.S.C. 
1677f-l. 

Regarding  NSK’s  argument  that  its 
sample  sales  are  accounted  for  in  its 
G&A  expenses,  we  restate  our  position 
as  set  fc^  in  AFBs  B,  57  FR  at  28395. 
Goods  entered  for  consumption  are 
subject  to  an  antidumping  order 
whenever  ownership  transfers  from  the 
exporter  of  the  goods  to  an  unrelated 
U.S.  purchaser.  Id.  Sample  sales, 
however,  fall  outside  the  scope  of  the 
review  when  the  respondent  can 
demonstrate  that  no  transfer  of 
ownership  has  occurred  between  the 
exportOT  and  the  unrelated  U.S. 
purchaser.  Id.  Nothing  on  the  record  in 
this  review  demonstrates  that  NSK 
maintains  exclusive  ownership  of  the 
subject  merchandise  after  exportation  to 
the  United  States.  Accordingly,  we  have 
included  all  zero  price  and  sample  sales 
for  the  final  margin  calculation. 

13.  Taxes.  Duties,  and  Drawback 
Comment  1:  FAG,  GMN,  Koyo,  Nachi, 
NSK.  RHP,  and  SNR  contend  &at  the 
Department’s  value  added  tax  (VAT) 
methodology  is  improper  because  the 
VAT  rate  was  applied  to  different  net 
price  bases,  thus  generating,  in  some 
instances,  dumping  margins  where  no 
pre-tax  margin  would  otherwise  exist 
Respondents  propose  that  the 
Department  calculate  an  actual  or 


absolute  VAT  amount  for  each  HM  sale 
and  apply  this  amount  to  USP  as  a  last 
step  aflOT  all  other  adjustments  have 
been  made.  This  methodology,  unlike 
that  mnployed  by  the  Department  in  the 
preliminary  results,  serves  to  cap  the 
addition  to  USP  at  the  amount  of  the 
absolute  HM  tax,  and  therefore  avoids 
the  multiplier  effect  whereby  pre-tax 
dumping  margins  are  inflated. 
Furthermore,  the  Courts  have  upheld 
this  altemate  methodology,  expressing  a 
clear  preference  fw  an  amount-driven, 
rather  than  a  rate-driven,  adjustment  to 
USP.  See  Zenith  Electronics  Corp.  v. 
United  States  (Zenith),  Appeals  No.  92- 
1043, 1044, 1045, 1046  (Fed.  Cir.  March 
19, 1993);  Federal-Mogul  v.  United 
States  (F^eral-Mogul),  813  F.Supp  856 
(GT  1993).  Respondents  also  point  out 
that  the  D^artment  recenljy  employed 
this  precise  methodology  in  Gray 
Portland  Cement  and  Clinker  from 
Mexico:  Final  Results  of  Antidumping 
Duty  Administrative  Review  (Mexican 
Cement)  58  FR  25803  (April  28, 1993). 

GMN  argues  that,  if  the  Department 
determines  not  to  add  an  absolute 
amount  based  on  the  home  market  tax 
amoimt  to  both  FMV  and  USP,  the 
Department  should  apply  the  tax  rate  to 
gross  unit  price  minus  price 
adjustmmits  on  both  sides,  with  a  cap 
on  the  amount  of  VAT  added  to  USP. 
GMN  argues  that  this  methodology  is 
consistent  with  both  Zenith  and 
Federal-Mogul,  and  would  ensure 
compliance  with  the  statutory  mandate 
limiting  the  U.S.  adjustment  “to  the 
extent  that  such  taxes  are  added  to  or 
included  in  the  price  of  such  or  similar 
merchandise  sold  in  the  country  of 
exportation." 

NSK  and  SKF  also  argue  that  the 
Depcurtment  need  not  make  any 
adjustment  for  taxes  forgiven  because 
the  consumption  tax  is  not  included  in 
FMV. 

Torrington  maintains  that  the 
Department  must  add  the  full  amount  of 
VAT  to  both  USP  and  FMV,  and  that  the 
amounts  must  be  calculated  separately 
on  the  basis  of  the  prices  of  the 
respective  sales  involved.  Torrington 
contends  that,  under  section 
772(dKlKC)  of  the  Tariff  Act,  the 
Department  can  only  calculate  the  tax 
forgiven  on  the  exported  merchandise 
by  using  the  prices  of  the  exported 
merchandise  in  some  form  as  the 
appropriate  tax  base.  Torrington  also 
argues  that  Congress,  notwithstanding 
its  awareness  of  the  issue,  has  declined 
to  adopt  legislation  changing  the  lew  to 
achieve  the  result  of  tax  neutrality,  i.e., 
by  which  pre-tax  dumping  margins  are 
neither  inflated  nor  deflated  by  the 
Department’s  tax  methodology. 
Torrington  therefore  argues  that 
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although  tax  neutrality  has  been 
achieved' with  regard  to  situations  in 
which  there  is  no  pre-tax  dumping 
margin,  the  Department  should  not  seek 
to  a^ieve  tax  neutrality  in  situations  in 
whichi  pre-tax  dumping^  margins  do 
exist. 

Qting  Zenith,  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  the  Department  must  adjust  for 
taxes  forgiven  or  not  collactad  by  reason 
of  exportation.  Federal-Mogul  argues 
that  the  Department  was  correct  in 
attempting  to  calculate  an  amount  for 
forgiven  tax  using  a  United  States  tax 
base,  but  that  the  addition  to  USP 
should  have  been  capped  at  the  amount 
of  the  forgiven  taxes  “but  only  to  the 
extent  that  such  taxes  are  added  to  or 
included  in  the  pric:e  of  such  or  similar 
merchandise  when  sold  in  the  country 
of  exportation.”  See  section  772(d)(l)(Q 
of  the  Tariff  Act  Federal-Mogul  also 
asserts  that  the  Department  should  not 
adopt  the  methodoh)gy  set  forth  in 
Mexican  Cement  because  in  that  case 
the  Department  erred  in  adding  to  USP 
the  amount  of  home  market  taxest  as 
opposed  to  the  amount  of  taxes  forgivm 
on  the  exported  merchandise.  Federal- 
Mogul  asserts,  that,  when  feahioning  the 
tax  adjustment  clausa.  Congress  did  not 
intend  to  obtain  tax  neutrality. 

Department’s- Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington  and  Federal-Mogul.  On 
March  19, 1993,  the  United  States  Court 
of  Appeals  for  the  Federal  Circiut,  in 
affirming  the  decision  in  Zenith 
Electronics  Corp.  v.  United  States, 
Appeals  92-l‘043>  -1044,  -1045,  -1046 
(Fed.  Cir.  March  19^  1993),  ruled  that 
section  772(d)(1)(C)  of  the  Tariff  Act 
provides  for  an  edition  to  USP  to 
account  for.  taxes  that  the  exporting 
country  would  have  assessed  on  the 
merchandise  had  it  been  sold  in  the 
home  market,  and  that  section 
773(a)(4)(B)  of  the  Tariff  Act  does  not 
allow  ciicumstance-of-sala  adjustments 
to  FMV  for  differences  in  taxes. 
Accordingly,  we  have  changed  our 

Eractice  and  will  no  longer  calculate  a 
ypothetical  tax  on  the  U.S.  product,, 
but  will,  for  the  time  being  add  to  the 
USP  the  absolute  amount  of  tax  on  the 
comparison  merchandise  sold  in  the 
country  of  exportation.  By  adding  the. 
amount  of  HM  tax  to  USP,  absolute 
dumping  margins  are  not  inflated  or 
deflated  by  differences  in  taxes  included 
in  FMV  and  those  added  to  U^. 

In  addition,  we  will  propose  a  change 
in  19  CFR  353.2(0(2)  to  provide  that  we 
will  calculate  weighted-average 
dumping  margins  by  dividing  the 
aggregated  dumping  margins,  calculated 
as  de^ibed  above,  by  the  aggregated 
USPs  net  of  taxes.  This  change  would 
result  in  weighted-average  dumping 
margin  rates  that  are. neither  inflated  nor 


deflated  on  account  of  our  mathodology 
of  accounting  for  taxes  paid  in  die  home 
market  but  related  or  not  collected  by 
reason  of  exportation.  We  sn  in  the 
process  of  drafting  this  proposed 
change,  and  we  will  be^  the  rule- 
making  process  as  soon  as  possible. 

As  is  evident  horn  the  preceding 
description,  in  implemmiting  the 
Court’s  ruling,  the  Department  intends 
to  make  every  effort  to  ensure  th^  price 
compeirisons  remain  undistorted.  ’Hie 
Court  clearly  did  not  intend  for  tax 
adjustments  to  result  in  skewed 
comparisons,  and  we  disagree  with 
Torrington  and  FedBral-Mogul’s  claims 
that  Congress  did  not  intend  that  our 
comparisons  be  tax-neutraL  Fair 
comparisons  are  a  primary  statutory 
objective,  as  is  consistency  with  U.S. 
international  obligations.  la  this  regard, 
we  note  that  Article  2.6  of  the  GAIT 
Antidumping  Code,  in  requiring  fair 
price  comparisons,  calls  for  allowance 
to  be  made  for  “differences  in  taxation, 
and  for  the  other  differences  affecting 
price  comparability.*' 

Finally,  we  disagree  with  NSK’s  and 
SKF’s  argument  that,  because,  according 
to  them,  “the  consumption  tax  is  not 
included  in  FMV,”  the  Department 
should  make  no  adjustment  to  USP. 
Respondents  base  ^eir  claim  on  the 
mistaken  notion  that,  because 
consumption  taxes  are  listed  separately 
on  their  MM  invoices,  and  because  the 
actual  “price”  on  the  invoice  does  not 
include  consumption  taxes,  the 
Department  has  not  included  the  taxes 
in  FMV.  On  the  contrary,  whether  or  not 
consumption  taxes  are  listed  separately 
on  HM  invoices,  the  feet  remains  that 
the  HM  consumer  pays  the  tax 
Thfflefore,  we  have  appropriately 
included  the  tax  in  the  calculation  of 
FMV  and  made  a  corresponding 
adjustment  to  USP. 

Comment  1:  Torrington,  Federal- 
Mogul,  NMB/Pelmec,  Koyo,  and  SKF 
argue  that  the  Departmmt’s  United 
States  tax  base  is  incorrect 

Department’s  Position:  Because  we 
are  not  using  a  United  States  tax  base  for 
calculation  of  the  VAT  tax  “forgiven  or 
otherwise  not  collected  by  reason  of 
exportation  of  the  merchandise”  for  the 
final  results  (see  Conunent  t  above),  any 
issues  concerning  the  appropriate 
United  States  tax  base  are  moot. 

Comment  3:  NMB/Pelmec  argues  that 
the  Department  improperly  accounted 
for  VAT  imposed  on  sales  in  Thailand 
but  not  collected  on  export  sales. 
According  to  NMB/Pelmec,  the 
Department  failed  to  add  a  hypothetical 
VAT  to  USP,  despite  its  statement  to  the 
contrary  in  the  preliminary  analysis 
memorandum  and  its  addidoa  of  the 
VAT  to  FMV.  NMB/Pelmec  aaserts  that 


the  Efepartment  must  add  m  amount  for 
VAT  to  US^  if  it  adds  such  taxeato 
FMV,  and  requests  that  the  Department 
modify  its  computer  program 
accordingly  for  the  final  results. 

Torrington  responds  that  NMB/ 
Pelmac’s  conteation  that  the 
Department  failed  to  add  hypothetical 
VAT  to  USP  is  unfounded.  According  to 
Torrington,  the  computer  program  that 
the  Department  used  in  its  preliminary 
analyris  clearly  accounts  for  the 
hypothetical  VAT  to  be  added  to  USP. 

Departinenfs  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington.  Based.on  an  examination  of 
the  computer  program  that  we  used  to 
calculate  the  preliminary  diunping 
margin,  we  confirm  that  we  did  in  feet 
calculate  a  hypothetical  VAT  on  U.Si 
sales  and  add  this  tax  to  USP.  Although 
we  have  revised  our  method  of 
determining  the  uncollected  VAT  on 
U.S.  sales  (see  Comment  t  above),  we 
have  continued  to  add  an  amount  for 
VAT  to  USP  in  these  final  results. 

J4.  U.S.  Price  Methodology 

Comment  1:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  erred  in  not  deducting 
resale  profit  fiom  U.S.  price  in  ESP 
situations.  Torrington  contends  that  the 
1979  GATT  Antidumping  Code  (the 
Code)  was  implemented  as  part  of  U.S. 
law  by  the  Trade  Agreements  Act  of 
1979,  and  requires  the  Department  to 
deduct  profit  earned  by  die  exporter’s 
U.S.  subsidiary  in  ESP  transactions. 

Torrington  notes  that  Article  2.6  of 
the  Code  states  that  in  ESP  situations, 
an  “allowance  for  costs,  including 
duties  and  taxes,  incurred  between 
importation  and  resale,  and  Jbr  profits 
accruing  should  *  *  *  be  made”  in 
determining  U.S.  price  {emphasis 
added).  Torrington  argues  that,  while 
the  section  of  the  statute  concerning 
ESP  transactions,  section  772(e),  is 
“silent”  with  respect  to  deducting  resale 
profit.  Congress  intended  that  all  of  the 
rules  of  the  Code  would  be  applied  to 
the  extent  that  they  are  not  in  conflict 
with  prevailing  U.S.  law.  Because  the 
U.S.  statute  is  silent  regarding  resale 
profit,  Torrington  asserts  that  there  is  no 
conflict  between  the  international 
agreement  and  U.S.  law  in  requiring  the 
deduction  of  resale  profit  in  ESP 
transactions.  Therefore,  the 
Department’s  practice  should  conform 
to  the  Code,  and  resale  profit  should  be 
deducted  fiom  U.S.  price  in  ESP 
situations. 

SKF.NTN,  Koyo,  GMN,  RHP,  INA, 
FAG  and  NSK  disagree,  arguing  that  the 
adjustment  for  resale  profit  in  ESP 
situations  has  no  basis  in  either  the 
statute  or  the  Department’s  regulations, 
and  is  not  mandated  by  the  C^e.  They 
note  also  that  it  is  the  Deparbnent’s 
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longstanding  practice  not  to  deduct 
resde  profits  on  ESP  sales  and  that  this 
practice  has  been  upheld  by  the  QT  in 
recent  decisions.  These  decisions 
include  Timken  Co.  v.  United  States 
{Timken  /),  630  F.  Supp.  1327, 1342 
(Crr  1986),  Timken  Co.  v.  United  States 
{Timken  II).  673  F.  Supp.  495,  518-21 
(Crr  1987),  and  Timken  Co.  v.  United 
States  {Timken  HI).  14  CIT  753,  758  (C3T 
1990). 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
respondents.  The  statute  at  section  772 
(d)  and  (e)  does  not  include  resale 
profits  among  the  detailed  list  of 
adjustments  &at  the  E)epartment  is  to 
m^e  to  U.S.  price  in  ESP  situations. 
Thus,  there  is  no  provision  under  U.S. 
law  under  which  we  can  make  the 
adjustment  that  Torrington  requests. 

While  Torrington  asserts  that  the 
omission  of  resale  profit  fi'om  the  list  of 
adjustments  suggests  that  the  statute  is 
“silent”  with  respect  to  resale  profit,  we 
note  that  the  CTT  has  observed  that  the 
literal  language  of  the  statute  “clearly 
does  not  call  for  the  deduction  of 
profits”  in  ESP  situations.  Timken  I,  630 
F.  Supp.  at  1343.  Therefore,  as  NSK 
argues  in  its  rebuttal  brief,  “the  statute 
is  not  truly  silent  on  this  issue  and  by 
omission  of  the  term  ‘profit,’  has 
definitively  spoken.” 

Though  the  Code  contains  a  provision 
for  deducting  resale  profit  in  such 
situations,  this  provision  is  merely 
prescriptive.  We  note  that  in  Timken  III, 
the  or  concluded  that  “whatever 
guidance  the  ITA  gleans  fi'om  the  Code 
is  clearly  hortatory  rather  than 
mandatory.”  Timken  III,  14  CIT  at  758. 
In  addition.  Congress  did  not  intend 
that  the  Code’s  requirement  for  the 
deduction  of  resale  profits  from  ESP 
transactions  be  incorporated  into  U.S. 
antidumping  law,  or  presumably  it 
would  have  expressly  provided  for  such 
deductions  as  it  did  for  other 
adjustments.  Therefore,  we  do  not  ’ 
interpret  the  statute  or  the  Code  to 
require  a  deduction  for  resale  profits  in 
ESP  situations. 

Comment  2:  NSK,  FAG,  SKF,  GMN, 
SNR,  INA,  RHP  and  NTN  argue  that  the 
Department  should  not  deduct  U.S. 
direct  soiling  exp>enses  fi'om  U.S.  price 
in  ESP  situations,  but  should  add  such 
expenses  to  the  FMV  that  is  compared 
to  ESP.  Respondents  argue  that  this 
treatment  of  direct  selling  expenses  is 
mandated  by  section  773(a)(4)  of  the 
Tariff  Act  and  is  consistent  with 
numerous  decisions  of  the  CIT,  among 
them  NTN  Bearing  Corp.  v.  United 
States.  Slip.  Op.  93-56  at  4  (CIT  1993) 
{NTN  Bearing  Corp.). 

Torrington  disa^ees  with 
respondents,  but  argues  that  if  the 
Department  should  decide  to  add  U.S. 


direct  selling  expenses  to  foreign  market 
value,  it  should  also  modify  its 
calculation  of  the  duty  deposit  rate  for 
ESP  sales.  Torrington  argues  that  the 
change  in  U.S.  price  methodology  that 
respondents  suggest  will  lead  to  an 
undercollection  of  cash  deposits. 
Torrington  explains  that  under  the 
current  practice,  the  cash  deposit  rate  is 
based  on  the  total  potential  imcollected 
dumping  duties  (PUDD)  divided  by  total 
U.S.  price.  However,  if  the  agency 
eliminates  the  deduction  of  U.S.  direct 
selling  expenses,  the  denominator  in  the 
formula,  total  U.S.  price,  will  increase. 
The  division  of  PUDD  by  this  larger 
number  will  lead  to  a  lower  cash 
deposit  rate,  which  Torrington  argues 
will  result  in  an  rmdercollection  of  cash 
deposits.  Therefore,  in  lieu  of  dividing 
PUDD  by  total  U.S.  price,  Torrington 
suggests  that  the  Department  divide  by 
total  entered  value  to  calculate  the  duty 
deposit  rate. 

Department's  Position:  We  disagree 
with  respondents.  Section  772(e)(2)  of 
the  Tariff  Act  requires  the  Department 
to  deduct  fi'om  ESP  all  expenses 
incurred  in  the  United  States,  including 
direct  selling  expenses.  In  contrast,  for 
purchase  price  transactions, 
adjustments  for  differences  in 
circumstances  of  sale,  including  direct 
selling  expenses,  are  made  to  the  foreign 
market  value,  and  no  deduction  of 
direct  selling  expenses  is  made  fi'om  the 
purchase  price.  Section  773(a)(4).  This 
difference  in  treatment  of  ESP  and  PP 
transactions  is  necessary  for  several 
reasons.  One  is  to  avoid  a  systematic 
distortion  in  the  amount  of  duties 
assessed,  which  would  result  if  the 
value  on  which  dumping  margins  were 
calculated  were  consistently  different 
than  the  entered  value  upon  which  U.S. 
Customs  will  apply  the  margin.  Entered 
value  is  most  commonly  based  on  the 
price  to  the  United  States  between  the 
exporter  and  the  importer.  Purchase 
price  will  approximate  the  customs 
entered  value  without  deducting  any 
expenses  because  direct  selling 
expenses  are  incurred  in  the  exporting 
country  and  included  in  the  price  to  the 
United  States.  In  contrast,  the  basis  of 
the  exporter’s  sales  price  is  the  resale 
price  in  the  United  States,  which  can 
approximate  entered  value  and  be 
equivalent  to  purchase  price  only  after 
all  expenses  incurred  in  the  United 
States  (including  direct  selling 
expenses)  are  deducted  from  ESP.  This 
is  not  to  say  that  either  ESP  or  PP  is 
necessarily  the  same  as  entered  value,  or 
that  they  should  be  the  same.  The 
Department  is  merely  recognizing  that 
dumping  margins  will  ultimately  be 
assessed  on  entered  value  and  that  the 


amount  of  duty  collected  should  not  be 
affected  by  whether  USP  is  based  on  Pt^ 
or  ESP. 

Another  reason  for  the  different 
treatment  of  direct  selling  expenses  in 
ESP  and  PP  transactions  is  that  USP 
must  be  calculated  in  such  a  way  that 
there  is  no  bias  introduced  just  because 
there  is  a  related  importer  intervening 
between  the  foreign  producer  and  the 
first  unrelated  purchaser  in  the  United 
States.  Whether  using  ESP  or  PP,  we 
must  calculate  USP  ^sed  on  the  price 
to  the  first  unrelated  U.S.  buyer,  just  as 
we  must  calculate  FMV  based  on  the 
price  to  the  first  unrelated  home  market 
buyer.  In  order  to  eliminate  the  effect  of 
the  relationship  between  the  exporter 
and  the  importer,  direct  selling 
expenses  must  be  deducted  fit)m  ESP. 

while  the  CIT  has  decided  our  ESP 
practice  is  not  proper  in  several  cases, 
including  NTN  Bearing  Corp.,  we 
respectfully  disagree,  and  will  continue 
our  practice  of  d^ucting  U.S.  direct 
selling  expenses  from  ESP  until  the 
issue  is  decided  by  the  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  Federal  Circuit. 

Comment  3:  Koyo  argues  that  the 
(Department’s  failure  to  average  U.S. 
prices  in  the  same  manner  that  it 
averaged  foreign  market  values  was  an 
abuse  of  discretion  and  contrary  to  law. 
Koyo  notes  that  19  U.S.C.  1677b(0 
authorizes  the  Department  to  use 
averaging  techniques  to  establish  both 
USP  and  FMV  when  such  averaging 
techniques  yield  fair  and  representative 
results.  Koyo  contends  that  the 
comparison  of  actual  U.S.  prices  with  an 
annually  averaged  FMV  generates 
inherently  unrepresentative  margin 
calculations  because  the  comparison  is 
not  made  on  an  “apples-to-apples” 
basis.  Koyo  notes  that  the  Department 
used  weighted-average  U.S.  prices  in 
Final  Results  of  Administrative  Review; 
Certain  Fresh  Cut  Flowers  from  Mexico. 
55  FR  12696, 12697  (April  5, 1990). 
Koyo  requests  that  the  Department  use 
its  annual  average  methodology  for  U.S. 
prices  as  well  as  foreign  market  values 
in  order  to  achieve  representative 
results  as  required  by  the  antidumping 
law. 

Torrington  and  Federal-Mogul 
disagree,  stating  that  comparing  actual 
U.S.  prices  with  a  weighted-average 
FMV  is  reasonable  and  in  accordance 
with  agency  precedent  and  the  law. 
Torrington’s  reasoning  is  that  to  average 
U.S.  price  would  allow  exporters  “to 
continue  dumping  at  targeted  accounts 
or  during  particular  periods,  so  long  as 
customers  could  be  found  who  paid 
prices  above  fair  value.”  Torrington  also 
maintains  that  the  Department  generally 
only  averages  U.S.  prices  in  the  case  of 
perishable  products  or  other 
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merchandise  characterized  by  price 
volatility.  Torrington  notes  that  AFBs 
are  not  perishable;  therefore,  Koyo’s 
citation  to  the  Fresh  Cut  Flowers  from 
Mexico  case,  a  precedent  with  respect  to 
perishable  goods,  is  inapposite. 

Departnwnfs  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Koyo's  assertion  that  we  must 
average  U.S.  prices  on  the  same  basis  as 
FMV  to  ensure  an  "applOT-to-apples”^ 
comparison.  Contrary  to  Koyo’s 
argument,  our  comparison  of  individual 
U.S.  prices  with  weighted-average  FMVs 
is  reasonable  and  in  accord  with  the 
statute  and  regulations.  We  generally  do 
not  average  U.S.  prices  because  the 
statute,  at  19  U.S.C  1675(a)(2)(B), 
directs  us  to  determine  a  price  for  “each 
entry’’  of  merchandise  into  the  United 
States.  In  contrast,  where  home  market 
sales  prices  vary,,  and  thwe  is  no 
“preponderant”  price  Cor  more  than  80 
percent  of  the  merchandise,  we 
calculate  an  FMV  based  on  the 
weighted-average  of  thosn  prices.  19 
^  CFR  353.44.  We  do  this  bemuse  the  use 
'  of  weighted-average  FMVs,  whether 
monthly  or  annual,  is  more  appropriate 
than  the  use  of  a  single  home  market 
transaction,  especiallv  when  there  can 
be  many  comparable  home  market 
transactions  at  varying  prices.  In  fact,  in 
the  early  years,  of  the  Department’s 
experience  in  administering  the  unfair 
trade  laws,  we  did  compare  individual 
U.S.  sales  writh  a  single  home  market 
sale.  Respondents  objected  on  the  basis 
that  the  practice  allowed  the 
Department,  too  much  discretion  to  use 
hi^-priced  home  market  sales  at  the 
expense  of  low-priced  sales  as  the  basis 
for  FMV. 

In  addition,  as  stated  in  the  AFBs  U, 

57  FH  at  Z8369,  averaging  U  S.  prices  is 
unacceptable  because  it  would  allow  a 
foreign  producer  to  mask  dumping 
margins  by  offsetting  duipped  prices 
with  prices  above  FMV..  For  example,  a 
foreign  producer  could  sell  half  its 
merchandise  in  the  United  States  at  less 
than  FMV,  and  the  other  half  at  more 
than  FMV,  and  arrive  at  a  zero  dumping 
margin  while  still  dumping. 

Except  in  limited  instances  where  we 
have  conducted  reviews  of  seasonal 
merchandise  with  very  significant  price 
fluctuations  due  ta  perishability  (see, 
e.g..  Final  Results  of  Administrative 
Review;  Certain  Frerfi  Cut  Flowers  from 
Mexico,  55  FR  12696, 12697  (April  5, 
1990))',  wre  have  not  averaged  U.S. 
prices.  See  Final  Results  of 
Antidumping  Administrative  Review;, 
Pressure  Sensitive  Plastic  Tape  from 
Italy,  54  FR  13091  (March  30, 1989). 
Since  the  merchandise  under  review  is 
not  a  perishable  product,  and  our  tests 
of  home  market  sales  revealed  that  there 
are  no  significant  price  fluctuations,, 


there  is  no  reason  to  changeour  current 
methodology. 

15.  Miscellaneous  Issues 

A.  Verification 

Comment  1:  Torrington  argues  that  for 
the  SKF  companies  undm*  review,  the 
Department  ^ould  have  vorified  the 
cost  of  production  and  constructed 
value  responses  submitted  by  these 
firms.  Torrington  notes  that  SKF 
purchased  steel  from  Ovako  Steel 
(Ovako),  its  related  subsidiary,  for  its 
production  of  bearings  under  review. 
Torrington  states  that  Ovako’s  cost  data 
had  not  been  verified  in  the  two 
immediately  preceding  reviews,  and 
that  Torrington’s  timely  request  for 
verification  had  shown  “good  cause” 
pursuant  to  section  776(b)(3)(B)  of  the 
Tariff  Act.  Torrington  argues  that  “SKF 
has  provided  no  details  or 
documentation  to  support  its  assertions 
of  Ovako’s  costs.  Therefore,  the  data 
cannot  be  relied  upon  without  thorough 
verification.”^ 

SKF  argues  that  the  Department  acted 
appropriately  within  its  discretion  to 
forego  verification  of  SKFs  cost 
information  and  tiiat  of  Ovako.  SKF 
further  argues  that  Ovako’s  cost  was 
extensively  verified  in  the  original 
LTFV  investigation,  and  that  SKF- 
France  and  SKF-Germany  were  verified 
in  each  of  the  three  subsequent 
administrative  reviews.  Finally,  SKF 
argues  that  since  the  Department  has 
repeatedly  verified  the  accuracy  and 
veracity  of  the  SKF  submissions,  this 
history  alone  constitutes  good  cause  to 
support  the  Department’s  decision  not 
to  verify  the  cost  responses  of  SKF 
facilities  in  the  current  review. 

Department’s  Position:  We  decided 
that  cost  verifications  for  SKF  were  not 
warranted.  With  respect  to  the  cost  of 
steel,  SKF  was  required  to  provide  not 
just  Ovako’s  cost  of  production,,  but  the 
transfer  prices  and  market  values  of  the 
steel  inputs  as  well  Since  SKF  failed  to 
provide  this  essential  information,  and 
we  have  accordingly  resorted  to  BIA 
(see  Comment  15  in  the  Cost  of 
Production  and  Constructed  Value 
Section,  supra),,  the  question  of 
verifying  this  particular  data  is- moot.  In 
addition,  since  we  had  already  verified 
other  substantial  data  provided  by  SKF 
in  these  reviews,  we  d^ided  to  forego 
verification  of  Qvako’s  provided  steel 
costs. 

Comment  2:  Torrington  criticizes  the 
Department  for  its  foiluie  to  conduct 
cost  verifications  of  FA&Italy  and  ItHP 
even  though  Torrington  had  submitted 
requests  for  verification.  Torrington 
argues  that  its.request. to- verify  FAG- 
Italy’s  costs  was. based  on  good  cause: 


that  FAG-Raly  changed  its  cost 
accounting  systems  solely  for 
antidumpfrig  reporting  and  that  certain 
costs  as  well  as  pn^t  were  inaccurately 
reported  in  FAG-Italy’s  response. 

Torrington  argues  that  RHP’s  cost 
response  is  inadequate  for  various 
reasons,  including  a  lack  of  “sufficient 
precision”  in  identifying  certain 
product  costs  and  allocations. 

Torrington  maintains  that,  while  the 
Department  verified  FAC’s  and  RHP’s 
sales  data  during  the  previous 
administrative  review,  it  has  never 
verified  their  reported  cost  data  during 
an  administrative  review.  Finally, 
Torrington  argues  that  the  Department 
should  either  conduct  a  cost  verification 
prior  to  issuing  the  final  results  of  the 
review  or  reject  FAG’s  cost  response  and 
apply  best  information  available. 

FAG-Italy  argues  that  its  cost 
accounting  system  is  not  deficient  and 
has  not  been  manipulated  for  the 
antidumping  reviews.  On  the  contrary, 
FAG-fraly  asserts  that  its  cost 
accoimting  system  is  essentially  the 
same  as  that  used  to  prepare  the 
response  which  was  verified  in  the 
original  fair  value  investigation.  FAG- 
Italy  contends  that  its  pn^ct  costing 
methodology,  which  follows  the 
framework  used  in  the  LTFV  response, 
was  established  for  official  use  by  the 
company  in  1991  after  the  LTFV 
investigation  corroborated  the 
usefulness  of  such  a  system.  RHP 
maintains  that  it  was  prepared  for  a  cost 
verification  and  was  confident  that  there 
were  no  irregularities  in  its  data. 

Department’s  Position:  With  respect 
to  administrative  reviews,  the 
Department  is  required  to  verify 
information  unxle^  section  776(b)  of  the 
Tariff  Act  if  the  Secretary  decides  that 
good  cause  for  verification  exists,  or  if 
a  request  for  verification  is  received 
from  an  interested  party  no  later  than 
120  days  after  publication  of  notice  of 
initiation  and  ^e  Department  has  not 
conducted  a  verification  during  either  of 
the  two  immediately  preceding 
administrative  reviews. 

With  respect  to  this  review,  we 
determined  that  there  was  not  good 
cause  for  verifying  FAG-Italy’s  and 
RHP’s  responses.  Among  our 
considarations  was  our  analysis  of  the 
data  submitted  by  FAG-Itaiy  and  RHP  in 
the  context  of  the  review  under 
consideration. 

Comment  3:  FAG-Germany  requests 
that  the  E)epartment  correct  and/or 
modify  portions  of  the  sales  verification 
report,  (Med  April-  27, 1993,  because 
there  are  incorrect  or  misleading 
statements  in  that  report 

Torrington  argues  that  FAG  has  failed 
to  demonstrate  that  the  Depmtinmit's 
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verification  report  regarding  FAG’s  sales 
information  is  substantially  incorrect  or 
misleading;  therefore  the  Department 
should  not  alter  its  findings. 

Department’s  Position:  FAG-Germany 
has  not  demonstrated  that  portions  of 
the  sales  verification  report  are  incorrect 
or  misleading;  therefore,  we  have  not 
amended  the  report. 

B.  Database  Problems 

Comment  4:  RHP  argues  that  the 
Department  should  disregard  as  a 
clerical  error  the  reporting  of  certain 
internal  stock  transfer  shipments  in 
RHP’s  response.  RHP  explains  that  it 
included  by  mistake  a  group  of  zero- 
price  U.S.  transactions  in  its  U.S. 
database  that  were  internal  stock 
transfers  and  not  sales  or  samples.  RHP 
states  that  whenever  it  transferred  stock 
in  its  Ohio  warehouse,  it  recorded  two 
zero-price  transactions,  the  first  with  a 
negative  quantity  re|x>rted,  and  the 
second  with  a  positive  quantity. 
According  to  FUlP,  these  transactions 
were  inadvertently  not  deleted  from  the 
computer  tape  submitted  to  the 
Department. 

lulP  contends  that  the  administrative 
record  clearly  shows  that  a  clerical  error 
occurred.  RHP  asserts  that  in  Appendix 
C  of  the  section  B  response,  it  reported 
a  list  of  all  vendors  to  which  samples 
(i.e.,  zero-price  transactions)  were 
provided  during  the  period  of  review, 
and  states  that  if  those  vendor  numbers 
are  compared  with  the  vendor  numbers 
for  the  zero-price  transactions,  it 
becomes  clear  that  all  but  seven  of  the 
transactions  in  question  are  stock 
transfers  and  not  sales  or  samples.  RHP 
has  submitted  an  affidavit  of  ^e 
President  of  RHP  Bearings,  Inc., 
explaining  how  the  error  occurred.  RHP 
notes  that  the  Department’s  practice  is 
to  correct  obvious  clerical  errors  that 
can  be  identified  from  the 
administrative  record. 

Torrington  and  Federal-Mogul  argue 
that  the  Department  should  not  correct 
RHP’s  data.  Torrington  contends  that 
RHP’s  correction  is  untimely  and  that 
the  affidavit  of  the  President  of  RHP 
Bearings.  Inc.,  was  submitted  after  the 
deadline  for  submitting  new 
information.  Federal-Mogul  states  that 
RHP’s  allegation  of  a  clerical  error  is  not 
clear  from  the  existing  record.  Federal- 
Mogul  argues  that  the  fact  that 
Appendix  C  does  not  include  all  the 
vendor  codes  associated  with  the  zero- 
price  transactions  only  raises  the 
possibility  that  Appendix  C  was 
incomplete.  Finally,  Torrington  asserts 
that  the  revelation  of  this  emd  other 
errors,  in  addition  to  the  errors  found  by 
the  Department  at  verification,  calls  into 
question  RHP’s  entire  response. 


Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington  and  Federal-Mogul.  'The 
Department’s  ^neral  practice  is  only  to 
correct  clerical  errors  if  the  existence  of 
the  errors  and  the  accuracy  of  the 
correction  can  be  determined  from  the 
existing  administrative  record.  ’The 
alleged  error  is  not  evident  from  the 
record,  and  the  factual  information 
submitted  by  RHP  is  untimely. 

Therefore,  we  included  the  alleged  stock 
transfers  in  our  analysis. 

Comment  5:  INA  asserts  that  the 
Department  should  base  FMV  on  CV 
information  provided  by  respondent 
rather  than  use  the  BIA  rate  applied  in 
the  preliminary  results  for  eleven 
particular  models  further  manufactured 
in  the  United  States.  Respondent  states 
that  it  inadvertently  failed  to  include  a 
component  digit  in  its  reported  value 
added  code  (VALADDE)  for  the  eleven 
models.  Because  the  program  instructed 
the  computer  to  treat  a  transaction  with 
a  VALADDE  code  of  zero  (no 
component  digit)  as  a  non-further 
manufactured  sale,  the  computer  did 
not  look  to  the  appropriate  database  for 
FMV.  However,  INA  notes  that  it  clearly 
identified  further  manufactured  sales  in 
the  U.S.  database  by  its  “USA” 
designation  for  country  of  origin  code 
(CTRORGE).  'Thus,  according  to  INA, 
the  error  in  its  reported  VALADDE 
codes  resulted  in  the  absence  of  CV 
matches  only  because  of  the  particular 
way  in  whi(±  the  Department’s  program 
was  written.  Accordingly,  INA  claims 
that  the  Department  should  either  insert 
the  correct  VALADDE  codes  for  the 
eleven  models  or  revise  the  program  so 
that  further  manufactured  sales  are 
identified  by  CTRORGE. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
INA  that  FMV  for  these  eleven 
particular  models  should  be  based  on 
CV  rather  than  BIA.  It  is  clear  from  the 
record  that  the  VALADDE  codes  for 
these  eleven  models  were  incorrect. 
Accordingly,  we  have  revised  the 
program  so  that  further  manufactured 
sales  reflect  the  correct  VALADDE 
codes. 

Comment  6:  Koyo  requests  that  an 
alleged  clerical  error  that  it  committed 
regarding  U.S.  commissions  be 
corrected  for  the  final  results.  Koyo 
included  a  commission  expense 
adjustment  for  all  U.S.  OEM  sales  even 
though  some  U.S.  territories  are  covered 
by  Koyo’s  home  market  sales  force  and 
therefore  do  not  incur  commission 
expenses.  Koyo  argues  that  because  this 
error  is  readily  apparent  from  previous 
submissions,  the  Department  should 
make  the  correction  for  the  final  results. 

Torrington  argues  that  Koyo  has  not 
demonstrated  that  the  error  is  apparent 
or  obvious  based  on  the  pre-existing 


record  and,  therefore,  the  Department 
should  not  correct  the  error  for  the  final 
results. 

Department’s  Position:  Since  we  were 
able  to  determine  firom  information 
already  on  the  record  that  Koyo 
committed  a  clerical  error  regarding  its 
U.S.  commission  expenses,  we  corrected 
this  error  for  these  ^al  results. 

Comment  7:  Izumoto  contends  that  no 
family  matches  were  made  because  the 
VCOMH  data  submitted  by  Izumoto  was 
overstated  by  a  factor  of  100  due  to  a 
decimal  place  error,  thereby  ensuring 
that  no  potential  family  match  would 
pass  the  20  percent  diteer  test.  Izumoto 
requests  that  the  Department  correct  this 
error. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Izumoto  and  have  corrected  this  error 
for  the  final  results.  We  have  compared 
the  listings  in  the  VCOME  and  VOOMH 
fields  for  models  that  were  sold  in  both 
markets  and  have  determined  that  the 
data  in  the  VCOMH  field  submitted  by 
Izumoto  was  overstated  by  a  factor  of 
100. 

Comment  8:  Izumoto  requests  that  the 
Department  correct  an  error  involving 
one  observation.  Izumoto  states  that  it 
inadvertently  reported  a  dollar  amoimt 
in  the  yen  field  for  imit  price 
(UNITPREY)  in  its  section  B  submission 
for  this  observation. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
Izumoto  and  have  corrected  this  error 
for  the  final  results. 

Comment  9:  KYK  requests  that  the 
Department  correct  a  typographical 
error  in  its  constructed  value  dataset. 
KYK  states  that  it  inadvertently  input 
the  wrong  nomenclature  for  one  model, 
which  resulted  in  a  45.83  percent  BIA 
rate  applied  to  that  model.  KYK  further 
states  that  it  did  not  sell  this  model  in 
the  United  States  during  the  FOR, 
which  demonstrates  that  the  entry  of 
this  model  in  the  CV  dataset  was  strictly 
a  clerical  error. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  that 
the  one  observation  that  received  a  BIA 
rate  for  KYK’s  preliminary  margin 
calculation  was  due  to  a  typographical 
error,  and  we  have  confirmed  that  the 
model  number  originally  shown  was  not 
sold  in  the  United  States  during  the 
FOR.  Accordingly,  we  have  corrected 
this  error  for  the  final  results. 

Comment  10:  Honda  asserts  that  the 
Department  should  accept  its  revised 
computer  tape,  which  corrects  clerical 
errors.  Honda  claims  that  it  learned  of 
the  clerical  errors  for  the  first  time  in 
the  analysis  memorandum  released  with 
the  preliminary  results.  Honda  argues 
that  the  Department  should  accept  these 
corrections  because  (1)  the  Department 
has  done  so  in  the  past  in  other  cases; 

(2)  the  revised  data  may  be  confirmed  in 
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most  cases  by  reference  to  data 
previously  submitted  on  the 
administrative  record;  (3)  acceptance  of 
the  revisions  would  not  deprive  the 
Department  of  the  opportunity  to  verify 
the  data  in  question;  and  (4)  Honda  was 
not  given  an  opportunity  to  correct  the 
clerical  errors  prior  to  the  issuance  of 
the  preliminaiy  results. 

E^partmenVs  Position:  We  agree  with 
Honda  in  part.  Honda  submitt^  a 
revised  computer  tape  correcting  alleged 
clerical  errors  after  the  preliminary 
results.  We  can  only  use  this  new  data 
if:  (1)  We  can  determine  that  the  original 
information  was  erroneous,  and  (2)  we 
can  determine,  based  on  information 
previously  on  the  record,  that  the 
revised  data  is  correct. 

Honda’s  reported  data  fell  into 
thirteen  periods  over  the  FOR.  Honda’s 
prices  for  home  market  sales  remained 
constant  for  the  first  eleven  of  these 
periods.  For  the  last  two  periods, 
however,  Honda’s  prices  changed.  Any 
home  market  price  that  is  missing  from 
the  first  eleven  months  is  clerical  in 
nature  because  we  could  confirm  the 
accurate  price  by  referencing  one  of  the 
other  eleven  periods.  For  missing  home 
market  data  in  the  first  eleven  months, 
we  therefore  determined  that  the  errors 
were  clerical  and  that  the  revised  data 
is  acceptable. 

We  are  not  accepting  Honda’s  revised 
data  for  home  marVet  sales  in  the  last 
two  periods  of  the  FOR,  which 
corresponds  to  the  month  of  April  1993. 
The  revised  data  cannot  be  confirmed 
by  reference  to  the  data  already 
submitted  on  the  computer  tapes  used 
for  the  preliminary  results.  Honda 
claims  that  the  reWsed  data  may  be 
confirmed  in  most  cases  by  reference  to 
its  price  lists.  Honda,  however,  has 
made  no  attempt  to  indicate  where  in 
their  voluminous  price  lists  the  correct 
data  may  be  found.  We  cannot  therefore 
be  certain  that  the  revised  home  market 
data  for  the  month  of  April  1993 
constitutes  accurate  information. 

Finally,  wh  have  rejected  any  revised 
U.S.  sales  daia  because  we  cannot 
confirm  tha*  'iie  existance  of  any 
omissions  o*  errors  could  be  determined 
hum  the  pre-nxisting  administrative 
record.  ’TherMtore  we  relied  on 
information  oabmitted  before  the 
preliminary  ^sults. 

Comment  f:Torrington  contends 
that  the  Dep^runent,  in  making  its 
product  con>  .larisons,  failed  to  take  into 
accoimt  the  oomenclature  used  by 
NFBS.  ToiDiigton  states  that  the 
inability  of  me  Department  to  calculate 
margins  for  some  of  NFBS’s  sales  may 
result  from  tins  model  match  problem. 

Emerson  argues  that  Torrin^on’s 
claim  regarding  problems  in  NFBS’s 


submitted  product  nomenclature  is 
groundless.  Emerson  states  that  NFBS 
clearly  set  out  its  product  nomenclature 
and  t^t  NFBS  specifically  included  a 
separate  field  to  indicate  the  home 
market  model  representing  such  or 
similar  merchandise. 

NFBS  states  that  it  has  provided 
information  that  clearly  establishes  a 
consistent  product  nomenclature  for 
U.S.  and  home  market  merchandise. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
NFBS  and  Emerson.  We  verifi^  NFBS’s 
product  nomenclature  and  foimd  no 
discrepancies. 

C  Frice  and  Quantity 

Comment  12:  INA  asserts  that  the 
Department  should  establish  a  threshold 
for  determining  whether  home  market 
and  U.S.  sales  quantities  are 
comparable,  should  compare  only 
comparable  quantities,  and  should  use 
CV  as  FMV  where  there  are  not  home 
market  sales  in  comparable  quantities  to 
the  U.S.  sale.  Respondent  submits  that 
the  statute  and  regulations  do  not 
sanction  comparisons  of  radically 
different  quantities  without  any 
adjustment  for  differences  in  quantity 
and  that,  since  the  conditions  for 
granting  quantity  adjustments  are  not 
met,  the  sales  should  not  be  compared. 
INA  proposes  a  test  whereby  the 
Department  should  use  home  market 
transactions  for  price  comparisons  only 
in  cases  where  the  home  market 
transaction  quantity  exceeds  10  percent 
of  the  quantity  in  the  U.S.  transaction. 
Otherwise,  the  Department  should  use 
CV.  Citing  Murata  Mfg.  Co.,  Ltd.  v. 
United  States,  Slip  Op.  93-53,  at  11 
(April  20, 1993),  Torrington  argues  that 
the  regulations  and  statute  contemplate 
comparisons  of  sales  involving  different 
quantities  and  provide  for  adjustments 
to  FMV  when  ^fferences  in  quantity  do 
in  fact  affect  price.  Fetitioner  further 
argues  that  the  claimant  bears  the 
burden  of  proving  to  the  Department’s 
satisfaction  that  price  differentials  are 
due  to  quantities.  Torrington  references 
Brass  Sheet  and  Strip  from  the 
Netherlands,  53  FR  23431,  23433  (June 
22, 1988)  to  support  its  claim  that  the 
proof  ofiered  by  INA  is  deficient  in  that 
it  fails  to  establish  a  correlation  between 
price  and  quantity. 

Federal-Mogul  argues  that  INA 
acknowledges  that  it  has  not  and  cannot 
make  any  showing  that  quantity 
differentials  have  any  demonstrable 
efiect  upon  prices,  which  is  the  only 
way  a  quantity  adjustment  can  be 
justified  under  the  regulations.  Federal- 
Mogul  claims  that  although  INA  seems 
to  suggest  that  the  statutory  requirement 
that  FMV  be  based  upon  sales  in  the 
usual  commercial  quantities  and  in  the 


ordinary  course  of  trade  proscribes 
comparisons  between  U.S.  prices  and 
average  FMVs  based  upon  both  large 
and  small  quantity  sales,  INA  does  not 
argue  that  any  of  its  home  market  sales 
are  outside  the  ordinary  course  of  trade, 
nor  does  it  maintain  that  the  quantities 
involved  are  other  than  commercial. 

Department’s  Position:  The  statute 
and  ^e  regulations  provide  that  the 
E)epartment  will  make  an  adjustment  for 
any  difference  in  quantities  if  it  is 
established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Department  that  the  amount  of  any  price 
differential  is  wholly  or  partially  due  to 
the  difference  in  quantities.  19  U.S.C 
1677b(4)(A)  and  19  CFR  353.55.  With 
regard  to  this  adjustment,  the 
regulations  require  the  requesting  party 
to  "quantify”  the  adjustment  by 
showing  that  any  price  differential  is 
due  to  the  difference  in  quantities  sold 
in  the  home  market  and  the  United 
States.  19  C.F.R.  353.35(a).  For  example, 
in  Brass  Sheet  and  Strip  From  the 
Netherlands,  53  FR  23431,  23433  (June 
22, 1988),  we  stated,  “To  ^  eligible  for 
a  quantity-based  adjustment,  the 
respondent  must  demonstrate  a  clear 
and  direct  correlation  between  price 
difference  and  quantities  sold  or  costs 
incurred.”  In  a  court  case  involving 
Swedish  steel,  the  QT  affirmed  the 
Department’s  practice  of  requiring  the 
requesting  party  to  quantify  the 
adjustment.  Sandvik  v.  United  States, 
679  F.  Supp.  12  (OT  1989)  ("The 
Department  properly  exercised  its 
discretion  in  determining  that  plaintiffs 
do  not  qualify  for  a  quantity  discount 
adjustment  since  the  record  reflects  that 
there  is  a  lack  of  correlation  between  the 
price  and  quantity.”)  See  also  NSK  v. 
United  States  Slip  Op.  93-110  (June  17, 
1993).  Absent  any  information  on  the 
record  properly  quantifying  an 
adjustment  attributable  to  differences  in 
quantity,  we  cannot  make  a  quantity 
adjustment,  and  we  cannot  adopt  a  per 
se  rule  to  account  for  quantity 
differences,  such  as  the  ten-percent  test 
proposed  by  INA. 

With  regard  to  DMA’s  suggestion  that 
the  Department  use  CV  to  match  sales 
of  differing  quantities,  section  773(a)  of 
the  Tariff  Act,  administrative  practice, 
and  judicial  precedent  require  us  to 
exhaust  all  sales  of  such  or  similar 
merchandise  before  resorting  to 
constructed  value  for  price 
comparisons.  The  fact  that  a  home 
market  sale  may  be  of  a  different 
quantity  than  a  U.S.  sale  does  not 
outwei^  the  importance  of  relying  on 
actual  sale  price  rather  than  constructed 
value. 
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D.  Accuracy  of  the  Home  Mari:et 
Database 

Comment  13:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  place  the  burdmi 
on  Koyo,  as  the  party  with  access  to  the 
necessary  infcmnation,  to  establish  that 
sales  to  affiliates  of  its  U.S.  purchasers 
are  in  fact  home  market  salM  and  are 
not  destined  for  another  market. 
Torrington  notes  that  a  “tiny  portion"  of 
sales  handled  by  Koyo’s  Distributor 
Sales  Division  was  treated  as  "export  ex 
Japan.”  Therefore,  Torrington  argues 
that,  for  the  final  results,  the 
Departmoit  should  eliminate  from  the 
database  sales  handled  by  Koyo’s 
Distributor  Sales  Division. 

Koyo  maintains  that  it  properly 
reprorted  its  sales  in  this  review,  and 
that  Torrington  provides  no  evidence  to 
the  contrary.  Koyo  notes  that  the  “tiny 
portion”  of  sales  made  by  the 
Distributor  Sales  Division  which  were 
treated  as  “export  ex  Japan”  were 
already  excluded  from  the  home  market 
sales  database.  Koyo  asserts  that  since 
this  is  clearly  stat^  in  its  November  19, 
1992  supplemental  response,  there  is  no 
reason  to  exclude  any  sales  hcmdled  by 
the  Distributor  Sales  Division  for  the 
final  results. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington  that  the  burden  is  on 
respondent  to  report  properly  its  home 
mari:et  sales.  However,  review  of  Koyo’s 
questionnaire  responses,  and 
verification  of  its  reported  home  market 
sales,  gave  no  indication  that  Koyo 
inappropriately  reported  export  sales  as 
home  market  sales.  Therefore,  we  have 
not  excluded  any  of  Koyo’s  home 
market  sales  from  our  final  analysis. 

Comment  14:  Tcnrington  argues  that, 
due  to  the  Department’s  findings  at 
verification  that  Koyo  neglected  to 
report  CRB  sales  by  a  consolidated 
related  party,  the  Department  should 
apply  a  BIA  rate  of  73.55  percent  to 
these  sales.  Additionally,  Torrington 
alleges  that  Koyo’s  response  does  not 
demonstrate  that  it  accurately  and 
completely  compiled  and  reported  its 
sales  of  G^s.  Torrington  notes  that 
Koyo  disagreed  with  the  Department’s 
determination  to  include  C^s  with 
length-to-diameter  ratios  of  between 
thrM  and  four  to  one,  and  argues  that 
absent  record  evidence  that  Koyo’s  sales 
listing  is  complete,  the  Department 
should  apply  the  highest  CRB  margin 
calculate  for  any  transaction  as  the  BIA 
rate. 

Koyo  argues  that  the  Department 
should  reject  Torrington ’s  argument  that 
a  BIA  rate  should  be  applied  to  Koyo’s 
CRB  sales.  Koyo  notes  that  the 
unrepoited  home  market  CRB  sales  with 
length-to-diameter  ratios  of  greater  than 


three  to  one  made  by  its  related  party 
wwe  of  models  that  %vere  only  similar 
to  those  models  sold  in  the  United 
States.  Kayo  argues  that  because  all 
sales  of  C^s  sold  in  the  United  States 
with  length-to-diameter  ratios  of 
between  three  and  four  to  one  matched 
identical  merchandise  sold  in  the  home 
market,  there  was  no  effect  on  Koyo’s 
margin  calculation  resulting  from  the 
omission  of  these  sales.  Koyo  stresses 
that  its  failure  to  report  all  CRB  sales 
was  the  result  of  an  oversight  and  had 
nothing  to  do  vrith  Koyo’s  longstanding 
sition  that  these  CRB  models  should 
considered  non-scope  merchandise. 
Finally,  Koyo  notes  that  the  Department 
found  no  offier  errors  in  the 
completeness  of  its  sales  database. 

Department's  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington’s  argument  that  BIA 
should  be  applied  to  Koyo’s  CRB  sales. 
Verification  of  Koyo’s  home  market 
questionnaire  response  revealed  that, 
except  for  a  small  amount  of  CRBs  sold 
by  a  consolidated  related  party,  Koyo 
reported  all  sales  of  CRBs  in  the  home 
market.  While  respondents  are 
responsible  for  reporting  all  sales 
requested  by  the  Department,  we 
recognize  that  the  amount  of  unreported 
sales  does  not  constitute  a  significant 
omission  in  Koyo’s  home  market 
database.  Furthermore,  despite  the  fact 
that  the  unreported  CRB  models  have 
been  placed  on  the  record,  Torrington 
has  not  presented  evidence  to  indicate 
that  Koyo’s  claim  that  the  unreported 
sales  would  not  be  used  in  our  margin 
calculations  is  inaccurate. 

Comment  15:  Torrington  ar^es  that 
the  Department  should  exclude  sales  to 
several  of  Nachi’s  home  market 
customers,  who  requested  JBI 
inspections  for  their  purchases,  bom  the 
home  market  listing  because  there  is  no 
assurance  that  these  sales  were  not 
exported.  Torrington  bases  this 
allegation  on  the  fact  that  Nachi  had 
knowledge  that  one  sale  to  one  customer 
was  destined  for  export.  Nachi  contends 
that  there  was  no  way  for  it  to  know  for 
certain  whether  bearings  (including  JBI- 
inspected  bearings)  sold  to  customers 
would  be  ex^rt^.  However,  Nachi 
noted  one  sale  to  a  single  customer  that 
it  knew  would  be  exported. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
Torrington  that  when  the  seller  has 
knowl^ge  that  a  sale  is  going  to  be 
exported,  it  is  not  considered  a  home 
market  sale,  and  therefore,  should  not 
be  included  in  the  home  market  sales 
listing.  For  the  final  results,  we  have 
excluded  all  sales  to  the  single  customer 
to  whom  Nachi  sold  merchandise  that 
Nachi  knew  would  be  exported.  We 
retained  sales  to  the  other  customers 
that  requested  JBI  inspections,  because 


there  was  no  evidence  to  suggest  that 
Nachi  was  aware  that  these  sales  were 
destined  for  expert. 

Comment  16:  Tmrington  argues  that 
NMB/Pelmec  Thai’s  “route  B”  and 
bmided  warehouse  sales  are  third 
country  sales.  Specifically,  Torrington 
states  that  merchandise  sold  through 
“route  B”  is  exempt  frx>m  home  market 
taxes,  receives  export  subsidies,  is 
physically  exported  firom  Thailand,  and 
is  sold  to  the  first  unrelated  party 
outside  of  Thailand.  Similarly, 

Torrington  alleges  that  because  bonded 
warehouses  in  Thailand  are  typically 
used  for  exportatimi,  the  Department 
must  presume  that  merchandise  sold 
through  bonded  warehouses  is  not 
destined  for  consumption  in  Thailand. 
Torrington  notes  that  NMB/Pelmec  Thai 
has  not  distinguished  the  sales  at  issue 
in  this  review  frnm  those  that  the 
Department  treated  as  third  country 
sales  in  the  less-than-fair-value 
investigation. 

Alternatively,  Torrington  argues  that 
the  sales  in  question  are  not  within  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade.  According  to 
Torrington,  NMB/Pelmec  Thai  makes 
“route  B”  sales  and  bonded  warehouse 
sales  to  avoid  limitations  on  domestic 
sales  imposed  by  the  Thai  government. 
Because  NMB/Pelmec  makes  these  sales 
under  imusual  conditions,  and  does  not 
have  to  pay  certain  taxes,  Torrington 
concludes  that  the  Department  should 
exclude  these  sales  from  its  analysis  for 
these  final  results. 

In  rebuttal,  NMB/Pelmec  Thai  states 
that,  in  accordance  with  Department 

Erecedent,  it  reported  “route  B”  and 
onded  warehouse  sales  to  unrelated 
parties  as  home  market  sales.  According 
to  NMB/Pelmec  Thai,  the  “route  B” 
sales  examined  during  the  investigation 
were  sales  in  which  the  first  unrelated 
party  was  located  in  Singapore,  while 
those  at  issue  in  this  review  were  sales 
in  which  the  first  unrelated  party  was 
located  in  Thailand.  NMB/Pelmec  Thai 
further  states  that  although  the  material 
inputs  used  to  produce  the  bearings  sold 
through  “route  B”  and  bonded 
warehouses  are  exempt  from  certain 
import  duties,  the  “route  B”  and  bonded 
warehouse  sales  themselves  are  made  in 
the  normal  course  of  business,  are  in 
accordance  with  Thai  law,  and  are 
subject  to  regular  taxes  and  import 
duties.  Because  the  sales  in  question  are 
within  the  ordinary  course  of  NMB/ 
Pelmec  Thai’s  business,  and  because  the 
Department  has  accepted  such  sales  as 
home  market  sales  in  prior  reviews, 
NMB/Pelmec  urges  the  Department  to 
reject  Torrington’s  claim. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
NMB/Pelmec  Thai.  In  previous  reviews, 
we  have  accepted  bonded  warehouse 
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sales  to  unrelated  parties  and  "route  B" 
sales  in  which  the  first  unrelated 
purchaser  is  located  in  Thailand  as 
home  market  sales.  NMB/Pelmec  Thai 
has  reported  its  bonded  warehouse  and 
"route  B"  sales  in  the  same  manner  as 
in  previous  reviews,  and  Torrington  has 
provided  no  evidence  to  distinguish  the 
sales  at  issue  in  this  review  from  those 
that  we  accepted  as  home  market  sales 
in  previous  reviews.  As  a  result,  we 
have  treated  NMB/Pelmec  Thai’s 
bonded  warehouse  and  "route  B"  sales 
as  home  market  sales  for  these  final 
results.  See  AFBs  II 57  FR  at  28422. 

Comment  17:  Torrington  maintains 
that  NMB/Pelmec  Thai’s  U.S.  dollar* 
denominated  home  market  sales  and 
sales  to  Thai  affiliates  of  U.S.  companies 
are  not  home  market  sales.  Accorchng  to 
Torrington,  the  circumstances 
surroimding  these  sales  suggest  that  the 
merchandise  sold  m^  not  be  destined 
for  consumption  in  Tnailand.  Under 
these  circumstances,  Torrington  asserts 
that  NMB/Pelmec  Thai  has  mled  to 
satisfy  its  burden  of  proof  that  the 
merchandise  was  destined  for 
consumption  in  Thailand.  Therefore, 
Torrington  requests  that,  for  the  final 
results,  the  Department  eliminate  U.S. 
doUar-denominated  sales  frrom  NMB/ 
Pelmec’s  home  market  sales  database, 
and  treat  sales  to  Thai  affiliates  of  U.S. 
companies  as  U.S.  sales. 

NMB/Pelmec  Thai  responds  that  the 
Department  excludes  such  sales  as  those 
at  issue  only  when  the  Department 
determines  that  the  manufacturer  had 
reason  to  know  or  was  informed  in 
advance  of  the  ultimate  destination  of 
the  merchandise.  NMB/Pelmec  Thai 
explains  that  it  determined  that  U.S. 
dollar-denominated  sales  and  sales  to 
Thai  affiliates  of  U.S.  companies 
consisted  of  merchandise  destined  for 
consumption  in  Thailand  if  there  was 
nothing  in  the  purchase  order  or  other 
sales  documentation  suggesting  that  the 
merchandise  would  be  re-exported.  In 
the  absence  of  such  evidence,  NMB/ 
Pelmec  Thai  concludes  that  the  sales  at 
issue  are  properly  classified  as  home 
market  sales. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
NMB/Pelmec.  We  would  find  sales  such 
as  those  at  issue  here  not  to  be  home 
market  sales  only  if  the  manufacturer 
was  informed  in  advance,  or  had  reason 
to  know,  of  the  ultimate  destination  of 
the  merchandise,  such  as  a  result  of 
special  markings,  market-specific 
specifications,  or  shipping  instructions. 
In  this  review,  there  is  no  evidence  in 
the  record  to  suggest  that  NMB/Pelmec 
Thai  had  reason  to  know  that  U.S. 
dollar-denominated  sales  or  sales  to 
Thai  affiliates  of  U.S.  companies 
consisted  of  merchandise  destined  for 


the  United  States.  Therefore,  we  have 
treated  such  sales  as  home  market  sales 
for  these  final  results.  See  AFBs  B,  57 
FR  at  28423. 

Comment  18:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  reconsider  using 
NSK’s  home  market  sales  database. 

Citing  the  Department’s  verification 
report,  Torrington  argues  that  the 
Department  found  deficiencies  in  one- 
thiM  of  the  sales  examined.  Torrington 
asserts  that  the  frequency  of  the 
discrepancies  in  the  small  sample 
datab^  used  for  verification  is 
significant,  and  that  the  Department 
should,  at  the  very  least,  ensure  that  it 
deletes  all  negative  entries  and  other 
anomalies  from  NSK’s  home  market 
sales  database. 

NSK  responds  that  the  Department 
found  that  the  transactions  in  question 
were  not  sales.  The  Department 
deliberately  preselected  from  the  home 
market  sales  database  certain  anomalous 
observations  for  verification.  NSK  notes 
that  the  Department  was  able  to  trace  all 
relevant  data  for  the  remaining  sales 
examined  at  verification,  and  was 
satisfied  that  NSK  had  accurately  and 
completely  reported  its  home  market 
sales.  'Therefore,  NSK  urges  the 
Department  to  reject  Torrington’s 
request  to  reconsider  the  use  of  NSK’s 
home  market  sales  database. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
NSK.  At  verification,  we  received  from 
NSK  sufficient  explanations  regarding 
the  apparent  anomalous  sales  that  we 
had  selected  for  verification.  For 
example,  some  of  the  transactions 
involved  returned  merchandise  or 
cancelled  sales.  Further,  NSK  correctly 
states  that  we  were  able  to  verify  the 
accuracy  and  completeness  of  its  home 
market  sales  database.  Because  we  were 
able  to  reconcile  NSK’s  accoimting 
records  to  its  audited  financial 
statements,  and  were  able  to  determine 
that  there  were  no  systematic  flaws  in 
NSK’s  reporting  of  home  market  sales, 
we  conclude  that  it  is  appropriate  to 
base  our  analysis  on  NSK’s  home  market 
sales  database.  We  note,  however,  that 
we  have  excluded  physical  returns  of 
merchandise  from  our  analysis,  as 
requested  by  Torrington. 

E.  Sampling  Factor 

Comment  19:  Various  parties  argue 
that  the  margin  program  incorrectly 
multiplies  the  calculated  total  of  sample 
sales  by  a  factor  of  8.69.  Because  the 
actual  number  of  sampled  days  is  40, 
not  42,  and  because  1992  is  a  leap  year, 
the  correct  factor  is  9.15.  For  purposes 
of  calculating  the  final  results,  therefore, 
the  Department  should  apply  the  factor 
of  9.15  to  all  sampled  ESP  sales. 


Department’s  Position:  We  agree.  For 
the  ^al  determination,  we  have 
changed  the  weighing  factor  from  8.69 
to  9.15. 

F.  Date  of  Sale 

Comment  20:  Torrington  argues  that 
NFBS  has  not  reported  date  of  sale 
accurately.  While  the  terms  of  sale  are 
set  when  an  order  is  received  by 
telephone,  NPBS  has  reported  as  the 
date  of  sale  the  shipment  date,  which  is 
also  the  invoice  date.  Torrington 
contends  that  it  is  imreasonable  to 
assume  that  NPBS  (1)  does  not  record 
the  price  and  quantity  terms  when 
taking  orders  over  the  telephone,  and  (2) 
does  not  require  some  action,  such  as 
the  issuance  of  a  production  order, 
within  a  set  num^r  of  days  of  the 
telephone  order  date.  Torrington  asserts 
that  NPBS  ignored  the  Department’s 
instructions  with  regard  to  reporting 
date  of  sale.  Torrington  argues  that  even 
if  NPBS  did  not  record  the  accurate  date 
of  sale  for  its  own  records,  NPBS 
nonetheless  should  have  known  that  the 
Department  would  require  such 
information  and  therefore  should  have 
recorded  it. 

Emerson  contests  Torrington’s 
assertion  that  NPBS  should  maintain  its 
data  regarding  date  of  sale  in  the 
manner  which  Torrington  deems 
appropriate.  Emerson  argues  that  NPBS 
established  during  verification  that  the 
date  of  sale  was  the  invoice  date,  and 
that  the  Department  verified  the 
accuracy  of  NPBS’s  data. 

NPBS  asserts  that  it  fully  complied 
with  the  Department’s  instructions  in 
reporting  date  of  sale.  NPBS  argues  that 
in  using  the  invoice  date  as  the  date  of 
sale,  NPBS  is  able  to  verify  the  accuracy 
of  its  sales  date  by  tracing  this  date  into 
its  accounting  records.  F^BS  concludes 
that  the  notes  referred  to  by  Torrington 
are  insufficient  for  documenting  date  of 
sale  because  they  are  not  an  accounting 
record  and  are  not  kept  by  NPBS.  'The 
notes  merely  refer  to  specific  prices  and 
quantities  taken  over  the  telephone. 

Department’s  Position:  We  disagree 
with  Torrington.  NPBS’s  date  of  sale 
methodology  provides  an  accurate, 
reasonable,  verifiable,  and  consistent 
method  for  determining  date  of  sale. 
Furthermore,  we  cannot  require  that 
NPBS  keep  its  records  in  a  manner 
suited  to  the  needs  of  an  antidumping 
response.  Rather  we  must  examine 
submitted  data  and  determine  whether 
it  is  reasonable  in  light  of  a  company’s 
standard  record-keeping  and  the 
alternatives  available  to  it.  In  this  case, 
we  determined  at  verification  that 
NPBS’s  date  of  sale  (invoice  date)  is 
accurate  because  price  and  quantity  are 
set  on  that  date. 
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Comment  21:  Nachi  argues  that  the 
Department  made  an  error  in  using  the 
shipment  date  instead  of  the  sale  date  as 
the  date  of  sale  for  U.S.  sales  in  the 
preliminary  results  and  that  the 
Department  should  correct  this  error  for 
these  final  results. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
Nachi  and  have  corrected  this  error  for 
the  final  results. 

G.  PTZ  Sales 

Comment  22:  Trarington  suggests  that 
the  Department  reccmsider  whether  FAG 
made  any  U.S.  sales  of  Italian-  or 
German-origin  bearings  from  foreign 
trade  zones  (FT216)  during  the  FOR 
Torringt on  notes  that  FAG 
Interaiuericana,  a  German  anporation 
operating  in  the  Miami  Foreign  Trade 
zione  and  wholly  owned  by  FAG 
Germany,  sells  bearings  to  FAG-US  to 
“fill  [its]  emergency  supply  needs,"  and 
speculates  that,  therefore,  Italian-  and 
Gennan-odgin  bearings  may  have 
entered  the  United  States  through  the 
FTZ  during  the  FOR.  Torrington 
requests  that  the  Department  conduct  a 
verification  to  determine  whether  or  not 
such  sales  have  occurred.  Absent 
verification,  Torrington  argues  that  the 
Department  should  determine  that  FAG- 
Italy’s  and  FAG-Germany’s  U.S.  sales 
re^onses  are  deficient  and  apply  BIA. 

r  AG  explains  in  rebuttal  that  “it  is 
possible  that  FAG  Interamericana  sold 
FAG-Italy  [and  FAG-Germany]  bearings 
during  the  FOR — but  not  to  unrelated 
customers  in  the  U.S.”  FAG  cites  its 
November  20, 1902  and  November  24, 
1992  supplemental  responses  to  the 
Department's  questioimaire  in  which  it 
states.  “With  the  exception  of  those  rare 
instances  when  FAG  hiteramericana 
may  sell  to  FAG-US.  a  related  company, 
to  fill  the  latter’s  emergency  supply 
needs,  FAG  Interamericana  neither  sells 
in  the  United  States  nor  imports 
bearings  into  the  Customs  territory  of 
the  United  States  *  *  •  FAG 
Interamericana  made  no  sales  during  the 
FOR  of  scope  product  to  imrelated 
customers  in  fire  United  States." 

Department's  Response:  We  agree 
with  FAG.  Because  FAG  Interamericana 
made  sales  only  to  FAG-US  and  not  to 
unrelated  customers,  any  subsequent 
sale  by  FAG-US  of  Italian-  or  German- 
origin  bearings  would  have  been 
reported  in  FAG-Italy’s  and  FAG- 
Cermany’s  U.S.  sales  databases  and 
captured  by  our  analysis.  Thus, 
Torrington’s  speculation  is  insufficient 
grounds  for  resorting  to  BIA.  Therefore, 
we  have  no  basis  for  concluding  that  the 
FAG  respcmses  are  deficient  with  regard 
to  the  reporting  of  FTZ  sales. 

Comment  23:  Torrington  contends 
that  the  Department  should  reject  NMB/ 


Felmec  Thai’s  and  NMB/Felmec 
Singapore’s  claims  that  merchandise 
imported  into  U.S.  foreign  trade  ztmes 
was  re-exported  to  third  countries. 
According  to  Torrington,  respondents 
provided  no  evidence  to  support  their 
claim  that  most  merchandise  entering 
FTZs  did  not  enter  U.S.  customs 
territory  prior  to  re-exportation. 
Torrington  further  asserts  that 
respondents  failed  to  prove  that  certain 
merchandise  that  did  enter  U.S.  customs 
territory  through  FTZs  was  actually  re¬ 
exported.  As  a  result,  Torrington 
concludes  that  the  Departmmrt  should 
assume  that  all  bearings  that  NMB/ 
Felmec  Thai  and  NMB/Felmec 
Singapore  entered  into  U.S.  FTZs  were 
consumed  in  the  United  States  and 
should  be  assigned  a  BIA  rate  for  these 
final  results. 

NMB/Felmec  Thai  and  NMB/Felmec 
Singapore  respond  to  Torrin^on’s 
arguments  by  citing  a  ruling  by  the  CIT, 
Torrington  v.  Unit^  States  Slip.  Op. 
93-44,  (March  29, 1993),  that  a  sale  of 
merchandise  in  the  United  States,  rather 
than  merely  entry  into  U.S.  customs 
territory,  is  required  befme  the 
merchandise  can  be  subject  to  the 
assessment  of  antidumping  duties. 
Respondents  assert  that  they  provided 
information  demonstrating  that  they  re¬ 
exported  most  merchandise  entered  into 
U.S.  FTZs  without  entering  the 
merchandise  into  U.S.  customs  territory. 
Respondents  further  assert  that  they  re¬ 
exported  the  small  quantity  of  other 
merchandise  that  actually  entered  U.S. 
customs  territory  through  FTZs. 
Therefore,  NMB/Felmec  Thai  and  NMB/ 
Felmec  Singapore  conclude  that  the 
application  of  BIA  to  merchandise 
entered  into  U.S.  FT2^  is  unwarranted. 

Department's  Position:  We  agree  with 
respondents.  NMB/Felmec  'Thai  and 
NMB/Felmec  Singapore  provided 
evidence  indicating  that  certain 
merchandise  imported  into  U.S.  FTZs 
was  re-exported  without  entering  the 
customs  territory  of  the  United  States. 
Also,  since  those  bearings  that  entered 
the  customs  territory  of  the  United 
States  were  also  re-exported  prior  to  sale 
to  an  unrelated  customer,  and  because 
Torrington  provided  no  evidence  to  the 
contrary,  we  conclude  that  the 
merchandise  at  issue  was  not  sold  to 
unrelated  parties  in  the  United  States. 
Moreover,  respondents’  reporting  of 
these  sales  is  consistent  with  the 
manner  in  which  they  reported  such 
sales  in  previous  reviews,  in  which  we 
determined  that  the  merchandise  was 
not  ccmsumed  in  the  United  States.  See 
AFBs  n,  57  FR  at  28424.  Therefore,  we 
determine  that  merchandise  that 
respondents  imported  into  U.S.  FTZs  is 
not  subject  to  these  reviews,  and. 


therefore,  that  the  application  of  BIA  to 
these  sales  is  unwarranted. 

H.  Home  Market  Viability 

Comment  24:  Torrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  not  determine 
home  market  viabihty  for  NMB/Felmec 
Thai  and  NMB/Felmec  Singapore  on  the 
basis  of  the  quantities  of  bearings  sold 
in  the  home  and  third  country  markets. 
According  to  Torrington,  quantity  is  an 
inappropriate  measure  of  viability, 
because  bearings  may  vary  considerably 
by  size.  Torrington  also  notes  that  NMB/ 
Felmec  Thai  supports  the  use  of  weight 
to  determine  home  market  viabiliW. 
Given  the  inherent  unreliability  of 
quantity  as  a  measure  of  home  maricet 
riability  Torrington  argues  that  the 
Department  should  determine  that 
NF^/Felmec  Thai’s  and  NMB/Felmec 
Singapore’s  home  markets  are  not 
viable,  and  resort  to  BIA  to  calculate  the 
dumping  margins  for  these  firms. 

NMB/Pelmec  Thai  and  NMB/Felmec 
Singapore  respond  that  the  Department 
has  rejected  Torrington’s  arguments 
regarding  the  use  of  weight  to  determine 
home  market  viability  in  the  previous 
administrative  revie^vs  of  these  orders. 
Respondents  further  argue  that, 
pursuant  to  the  Department’s 
instructions  regarding  data  on  home 
market  viability,  they  did  not  provide 
data  on  the  weight  of  bearings  sold 
because  they  were  able  to  determine 
that  the  home  market  was  viable  on  the 
basis  of  sales  quantities.  Therefore, 
NMB/Felmec  Thai  and  NMB/Felmec 
Singapore  argue  that  the  Department 
should  accept  the  reported  home  market 
viability  data. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
NMB/Felmec  Thai  and  NMB/Felmec 
Singapore.  Torrington  has  provided  no 
evidence  that  weight  is  a  b^er 
indicator  of  commercial  activity  in  a 
particular  market  than  sales  quantity. 
Further,  NMB/Felmec  Thai  and  NMB/ 
Felmec  Singapore  did  not  report  data  on 
bearing  weight  because,  in  accordance 
with  the  instructions  contained  in  our 
original  and  supplemental 
questionnaires,  they  were  able  to 
determine  that  the  home  market  was 
viable  on  the  basis  of  sales  quantities. 
Because  NMB/Felmec  Thai  and  NMB/ 
Felmec  Singapore  complied  fully  with 
our  instructions,  and  because  we  find 
no  basis  for  believing  that  bearing 
weight  provides  a  better  indication  of 
market  activity  than  sales  quantity,  we 
have  accepted  the  viability  data  that 
respondents  reported  in  these  reviews. 

Comment  25:  Tmrington  argues  that 
the  Department  should  reject  NMB/ 
Felmec  Thai’s  and  NMB/Pelmec 
Singapore’s  home  maii^et  viability 
calculations  because  they  are  based  on 
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incomplete  data.  According  to 
Torrington,  NMB/Pelmec  Tliai  and 
NMB/Pelmec  Singapore  unilaterally 
excluded  sales  of  parts  to  related  parties 
in  both  their  home  and  third  country 
markets  based  on  the  erroneous  premise 
that  reporting  such  sales  of  parts  would 
resuh  in  “double-counting”  because 
these  parts  are  used  by  related  parties  in 
the  production  of  fini^ed  bearings. 
Torrington  rejects  respondents’ 
assertion  on  the  grounds  that  the 
quantity  of  parts  sold  to  related  parties 
far  exceeds  the  amount  of  parts  required 
to  produce  the  quantity  of  oearings  sold 
by  respondent  during  the  review  pteriod. 
Torrington  further  argues  that  sales  of 
parts  to  related  parties  in  third  countries 
would  not  be  double-counted  because 
the  finished  bearings  produced  would 
not  appear  in  the  viability  calculation 
for  either  Thailand  or  Singapcne. 

Because  NMB/Pelmec  Thai  and  NMB/ 
Pelmec  Singapore  declined  to  report  the 
required  data,  Torrington  requests  that 
the  Department  resort  to  BIA  in 
determining  the  dumping  margins  for 
these  firms. 

NMB/Pelmec  Thai  and  NMB/Pehnec 
Singapore  respond  that  the  quantity  of 
parts  sold  to  related  parties  will  not 
correspond  exactly  to  production 
quantities  because  the  related  parties  in 
question  purchased  parts  for  inventory. 
Respondents  further  argue  that  double¬ 
counting  will  occur  if  the  Department 
includes  in  its  viability  analysis  for  one 
country  sales  of  parts  to  related  parties 
in  third  countries,  and  then  includes 
finished  bearings  produced  with  those 
parts  in  the  viability  analysis  for  the 
third  country.  Accm’dingly,  NMB/ 
Pelmec  Thai  and  NMB/Pelmec 
Singapore  conclude  that  the  Department 
should  not  include  sales  of  parts  to 
related  parties  in  its  analysis. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  in 
part  with  NMB/Pelmec  Thai  and  NMB/ 
Pelmec  Singapore.  Respondents 
provided  data  on  sales  of  parts  to  related 
parties  in  both  the  home  and  third 
country  markets  in  response  to  our 
supplemental  questionnaires. 
Respondents  correctly  argue  that 
double-counting  would  occur  if,  when 
dealing  with  consolidated  entities  as  we 
are  in  this  instance,  we  included  in  our 
viability  calculations  both  home  market 
sales  of  parts  to  related  parties  and 
finished  bearings  sold  by  those  parties 
in  the  home  market.  We  also  agree  with 
respondents’  assertion  that  the  number 
of  parts  purchased  by  manufacturers 
will  not  necessarily  correspond  exactly 
with  the  number  of  parts  required  to 
produce  the  reported  quantity  of 
bearings  sold  because  manufacturers 
may  purchase  parts  fcv  inventory.  We 
disagree,  however,  with  respondents’ 


reasoning  regarding  sales  of  parts  to 
related  parties  in  third  cormMes.  Absent 
evidence  to  the  contrary,  we  believe  that 
the  country  of  origin  of  the  parts  in 
question  cUfiers  fi^  the  country  of 
origin  of  the  finished  bearings  produced 
from  those  parts.  Thus,  the  parts  and  the 
bearings  pr^uced  from  them  cannot  be 
consider^  to  be  the  same  merchandise, 
and,  therefore,  cannot  be  double- 
counted  if  considered  separately  in 
separate  antidumping  cases.  Based  on 
these  conclusions,  we  excluded  home 
market  sales  of  parts  to  related  parties, 
and  included  third  coimtry  sales  of 
parts  to  related  parties,  in  our  viability 
analyses  for  Thailand  and  Singapore.  In 
both  cases,  we  determined  that  the 
home  market  was  viable,  and,  therefore, 
did  not  find  the  use  of  BIA  to  he 
warranted  for  these  final  results. 

I.  Correction  of  Preliminary  Results 

Comment  26:  NSK  claims  that  it  is 
unable  to  comment  adequately  on  the 
preliminary  results  because  the 
computer  program  used  to  calculate  the 
preliminary  dumping  margins  contains 
significant  clerical  errors.  NSK  is  also 
concerned  that  certain  other  errors  may 
not  be  revealed  until  the  errors  at  issue 
are  corrected.  Therefore,  NSK  requests 
that  the  Department  either  re-calculate 
NSK’s  preliminary  dumping  margins,  or 
issue  draft  computer  programs  in 
advance  of  the  final  results.  Torrington 
concurs  with  NSK’s  request. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
NSK  and  Torrington  that  the  computer 
program  used  to  calculate  the 
preliminary  dumping  margin  contains 
clerical  errors.  We  believe,  however, 
that  the  preliminary  computer  program 
provides  an  adequate  basis  for  the 
parties  to  comment  on  the  manner  in 
which  we  calculated  USP,  home  market 
price,  COP,  and  CV.  In  this  context,  we 
note  that  both  Torrington  and  NSK  were 
able  to  submit  numerous  comments  on 
our  treatment  of  various  expenses,  and 
on  our  calculations  of  COP  and  CV. 
Moreover,  the  reissuance  of  the 
preliminary  results,  or  the  issuance  of  a 
draft  program  in  advance  of  the  final 
results,  would  hinder  our  ability  to 
complete  these  reviews  in  a  timely 
manner.  Because  the  computer  program 
used  for  the  preliminary  analysis 
provides  an  adequate  b^is  for 
comment,  and  because  we  must 
complete  these  reviews  in  a  timely 
manner,  we  have  not  reissiied  our 
preliminary  results,  or  issued  a  draft 
computer  program  for  these  final 
results. 


J.  Cylindrical  Roller  Bearing  Scope 
Ruling 

Comment  27:  NTN  and  FAG  argue 
that  the  Department  improperly 
included  roller  bearings  with  a  roller 
length  to  diameter  ratio  between  3:1  and 
4:1  in  their  cylindrical  roller  bearing 
margin  calculations.  Both  parties  argue 
that  the  Department’s  scope 
determination  on  this  matter,  made  in 
response  to  a  scope  ruling  request 
submitted  by  FAG  concerning  certain 
crankshaft  and  engine  main  waft  pilot 
bearings,  was  made  on  December  23, 
1991,  wfoch  is  eight  months  into  the 
third  review  period.  Furthermore,  both 
parties  argue  that  the  Department  did 
not  form^ly  notify  resprmdents  that  the 
rationale  underlyin.g  FAG’s  specific 
scope  request  was  to  be  appUed 
universally  to  distinguish  between 
needle  roller  bearings  and  cylindrical 
roller  bearings.  Respondents  conclude 
that  there  is  a  clear  inequity  involved  in 
applying  this  ruling  retroactively. 

Torrington  argues  that  respondmits 
had  reason  to  be  aware  that  roller 
bearings  with  ratios  less  than  4:1  might 
be  encompassed  by  the  outstanding 
orders  and  that  th^  assumed  the  risk 
when  they  failed  to  monitor  the  prices 
of  the  merchandise  in  question. 

Department’s  Position:  The  scope 
ruling  described  above  was  not  a  change 
in  the  scope  of  the  merchandise  covered 
by  the  orders  in  miestion,  but  a 
clarification  of  what  merchandise  was 
already  covered  by  the  existing  order. 
We  induded  a  list  of  scope  rulings  in 
our  questionnaire.  Respondents  have  a 
responsibility  to  keep  abreast  of  all 
scope  rulings  that  are  made  on  spedfic 
products,  and  they  should  be  aware  that 
common  prindples  may  apply 
universally. 

K.  Importer  of  Record 

Comment  28:  Nachi  contends  that  the 
Department  erred  in  the  preliminary 
results  by  assuming  that  the  importer 
and  the  customer  are  the  same  tar  all  of 
Nachi ’s  purchase  price  sales.  Nachi 
states  that  in  reality,  its  U.S.  affiliates 
are  the  importers  of  record.  Nachi 
concludes  that,  as  a  result,  the 
Department  needlessly  calculated 
senate  preliminary  assessment  rates. 

Torrin^on  challenges  Nadu’s 
assertion  that  it  is  the  importer  for  all  of 
its  piudiase  price  sales,  on  the  grounds 
that  the  merdiandise  is  shipped  directly 
to  the  U.S.  customer. 

Department’s  Position:  We  agree  with 
respondent.  Nachi’s  response  ii^icates 
that,  despite  the  fact  that  the 
merchandise  is  shipped  directly  to 
Nachi’s  U.S.  custoram,  Nachi  is  the 
importer  of  record  for  all  of  its  purchase 
price  sales. 
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Because  there  is  no  evidence  on 
record  to  suggest  that  Nachi  is  not  the 
importer  of  record  for  its  purchase  price 
sales,  we  have  changed  the  final  results 
to  reflect  this  correction. 

L.  Pre-Final  Reviews 

Comment  29:  A  number  of 
respondents  have  requested  that  the 
Department  follow  the  procedure  used 
in  the  first  AFB  reviews  and  release 
computer  programs  and  printouts  prior 
to  issuance  of  the  final  results  for  these 
reviews.  This  would  permit  interested 
parties  to  comment  on  any  clerical  or 
programming  errors  and  would  promote 
accurate  final  results  and  reduce  the 
potential  for  unnecessary  litigation. 

Department’s  Position:  Based  on  our 
overall  evaluation  of  the  quality  of  our 
computer  runs,  the  nature  of  the 
comments  received  after  the  preliminary 
results,  and  the  nominal  changes 
between  the  preliminary  and  final 
results,  we  believe  the  extraordinary 
procedure  of  a  pre-final  release  of  the 
computer  program  and  printouts  is 
unnecessary  for  these  reviews.  Also,  we 
must  complete  these  reviews  in  a  timely 
manner,  and  we  are  concerned  that  a 
pre-final  disclosure  may  jeopardize  our 
ability  to  do  so. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17461  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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[A-559-606] 

Certain  Portable  Electric  Typewritere 
From  Singapore;  Suspension  of 
investigation 

AGENCY:  Import  Administration, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Commerce 
has  decided  to  suspend  the 
antidumping  investigation  involving 
certain  portable  electric  typewriters 
from  Singapore.  The  basis  for  the 
suspension  is  an  agreement  by  the 
Singaporean  producers/exporters, 
which  accoimt  for  substantially  all  of 
the  known  imports  of  these  products 
from  Singapore,  to  revise  their  prices  to 
eliminate  sales  of  this  merchandise  to 
the  United  States  at  less  than  fair  value. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  26, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Steven  Presing  or  Cherie  Rusnak,  Office 
of  Agreements  Compliance,  Import 
Administration,  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  14th  Street  and  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20230; 
telephone:  (202)  482-3793. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Case  History 

Since  the  publication  of  our  notice 
announcing  the  resumption  of  this 
proceeding  (57  FR  60796,  December  22, 
1992),  the  following  events  have 
occurred: 

On  December  30, 1992,  the  United 
States  Court  of  International  Trade 
(“CIT”)  in  Slip.  Qp.  92-232  denied 
Smith  Corona’s  Application  for  a  Stay 
Pending  Appeal.  On  January  8, 1993, 
petitioner  alleged  that  critic^ 
circumstances  exist  with  respect  to 
imports  of  the  subject  merchandise, 
within  the  meaning  of  section  733(e)  of 
the  Act.  On  January  12.  and  January  26, 
1993,  respondent  and  petitioner, 
respectively,  filed  submissions 
regarding  whether  the  petition  in  this 
proceeding  was  filed  “on  behalf  of’  the 
relevant  U.S.  industry. 

Regarding  petitioner’s  allegation  of 
critical  circumstances,  the  Department 
found  no  history  of  dumping  of  the 
subject  merchandise  and  no  reason  to 
believe  or  suspect  that  importers  of  this 
product  knew  or  should  have  known 
that  it  was  being  sold  at  less  than  fair 
value.  Therefore,  the  Department  did 
not  consider  whether  imports  had  been 
massive  and  determined  that  critical 
circumstances  did  not  exist  with  respect 
to  imports  of  the  subject  merchemdise 
hum  Singapore. 

The  Department  also  determined  that 
the  petitioner  is  a  U.S.  producer 
representing  a  substantial  share  of  the 
industry’s  output  and,  therefore,  that  the 
petition  was  filed  on  behalf  of  the  U.S. 
industry.  In  its  preliminary 
determination,  the  Department  also 
determined  that  PETs  finm  Singapore 
were  being,  or  were  likely  to  be,  sold  in 
the  United  States  at  less  than  fair  value. 
The  estimated  margin  was  16.02  percent 
(see  58  FR  7534,  February  8, 1993). 

Scope  of  Investigation 

The  merchandise  covered  by  this 
investigation  consists  of  certain  portable 
electric  typewriters  (PETs)  from 
Singapore  which  are  defined  as 
machines  that  produce  letters  and 
characters  in  sequence  directly  on  a 
iece  of  paper  or  other  media  from  a 
eyboard  input  and  meeting  the 
following  criteria:  (1)  Easily  portable, 
with  a  handle  and/or  carrying  case,  or 
similar  mechanism  to  facilitate  its 
portability:  (2)  electric,  regardless  of 
source  of  power;  (3)  comprised  of  a 
single,  integrated  unit;  (4)  having  a 
keyboard  embedded  in  the  chassis  or 
frame  of  the  machine;  (5)  having  a  built- 
in  printer;  (6)  having  a  platen  to 
accommodate  paper;  and  (7)  only 


accommodating  its  own  dedicated  or 
captive  software,  if  any. 

Based  on  petitioner’s  request,  the 
Department  has  decided  not  to  include 
all  types  of  PETs  which  were 
determined  to  be  within  the  scope  of  the 
antidumping  order  on  PETs  from  Japan 
in  the  Department’s  final  scope  ruling 
signed  on  November  2. 1990  (see  55  FR 
47358,  November  13, 1990).  PETs  which 
meet  all  of  the  following  criteria  are 
excluded  frcm  the  scope  of  this 
investigation:  (1)  Seven  lines  or  more  of 
display;  (2)  more  than  32K  of  text 
memory;  (3)  the  ability  to  perform 
“block  move”;  and  (4)  a  “search  and 
replace’’  function.  A  machine  having 
some,  but  not  all,  of  these  four 
characteristics  is  included  within  the 
scope  of  the  investigation. 

*1110  PETs  subject  to  this  investigation 
are  currently  classifiable  under 
subheadings  8469.10.00  and  8469.21.00 
of  the  Harmonized  Tariff  Schedule 
(“HTS").  (Note  that  personal  word 
processors  also  are  classifiable  under 
subheading  8469.10.00.)  Although  the 
HTS  subheadings  are  provided  for 
convenience  and  customs  purposes,  our 
written  description  of  the  scope  of  this 
investigation  is  dispositive. 

Period  of  Investigation 

The  POI  is  November  1, 1990,  through 
April  30, 1991. 

Suspension  of  Investigation 

The  Department  consulted  with  the 
parties  to  the  proceeding  and  has 
considered  the  comments  submitted 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  suspension 
agreement.  We  have  determined  that  the 
agreement  will  eliminate  sales  of  this 
merchandise  to  the  United  States  at  less 
than  fair  value,  that  the  agreement  can 
be  monitored  effectively,  and  that  the 
agreement  is  in  the  public  interest.  We 
find,  therefore,  that  the  criteria  for 
suspension  of  an  investigation  pursuant 
to  section  734  of  the  Act  have  been  met. 
The  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
agreement,  signed  June  22, 1993,  are  set 
forth  in  Annex  1  to  this  notice. 

Pursuant  to  section  734(f)(2)(A)  of  the 
Act.  effective  July  26, 1993,  the 
suspension  of  liquidation  of  all  entries 
entered  or  withdrawn  frnm  warehouse, 
for  consumption  of  PETs  from 
Singapore  as  directed  in  our  notice  of 
“Antidumping  Preliminary 
Determination  of  Sales  at  Less  than  Fair 
Value,  Certain  Portable  Electric 
Typewriters  from  Singapore”  is  hereby 
terminated.  Any  cash  deposits  on 
entries  of  PETs  from  Singapore  pursuant 
to  that  suspension  of  liquidation  shall 
be  refund^  and  any  bonds  shall  be 
released. 
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The  Department  intends  to  conduct 
an  administrative  review  within  twelve 
months  of  the  annivosary  date  of  the 
publication  of  this  suspension 
agreement  as  provided  in  section  751  of 
the  Act. 

Notwithstanding  the  suspension 
agreement,  the  Department  will 
continue  the  investigaticm  if  we  receive 
such  a  request  in  accordance  with 
section  734(g)  of  the  Act  within  20  days 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice.  This  notice  is  published 
pursuant  to  section  734(f)(1)(A)  of  the 
Act. 

Dated:  June  25, 1993. 

Joseph  A.  Spatrini, 

Acting  Assistant  Sscratary  for  Import 
AdminJstmtion. 

Note:  Saspension  of  Liquidation  and  Sefhnd 
of  Sacnrity 

Pursiiant  to  the  orders  of  the  Court  of 
International  Trade  entered  on  June  25. 1993 
and  July  12, 1993,  the  DeiMutment  will  not, 
until  permitted  to  do  so  the  Court,  instruct 
Customs  to:  (a)  liquidate  entries  of  portable 
electric  typewriters  firom  Singapore  which 
are  or  have  been  the  subject  of  administrative 
proceedings  resulting  in  Preliminary 
Determination  of  Sales  at  Less  Than  Fair 
Value:  Certain  Portable  Electric  Typewriters 
from  Singapore,  58  FR  7534  (Feb.  8, 1993); 
or  (b)  refund  any  cash  deposit  or  release  any 
bond  or  other  security  collected  pursuant  to 
19  U.S.C  1673b(d)(2). 

Dated:  July  20, 1993. 

Joseph  A.  Spetriai, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

Annex  1:  Suspension  Agreonent — Certain 
Portable  Electric  Typewriters  firom 
Singapore 

Under  section  734  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930, 
as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  1673c)  (**the  Act’*), 
and  19  CFR  353.18,  the  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce  (**the  Department”)  and  the 
signatory  producers/exporters  of  portable 
electric  typewriters  frtra  Singapore  enter  into 
this  suspensitm  agreement  ("the 
Agreement”).  On  the  basis  of  this  suspension 
agreement,  the  Department  shall  suspend  its 
antidumping  investigatitm  initiated  on  May 
14, 1992,  (56  FR  22150)  with  respect  to 
portable  electric  typewriters  from  Singapore, 
subject  to  the  terms  and  provisions  set  out 
below. 

A.  Product  Coverage 

The  merchandise  sul^ect  to  this  Agreement 
is  the  following  merchandise  of  Singaporean 
origin: 

(1)  Certain  prvtable  electric  typewriters 
(PCTs)  from  Singapore  vdilch  are  defined  as 
machines  that  produce  letters  and  characters 
in  sequmce  directly  on  a  piece  of  papm  or 
other  media  from  a  keybo^  input  and 
meeting  the  following  criteria:  (1)  Easily 
portable,  with  a  handle  and/or  carrying  case, 
or  similar  mechanism  to  focilitate  its 
portability;  (2)  electric,  regardless  (d  source 
of  power,  (3)  comprised  of  a  single. 


integrated  unit;  (4)  having  a  keyboard 
embedded  in  the  chassis  or  firame  of  the 
machine;  (5)  having  a  built-in  [Winter;  (6) 
having  a  platen  to  accommodate  paper,  and 
(7)  only  accommodating  its  own  dedicated  or 
captive  software,  if  any. 

FETs  which  meet  all  of  the  following 
critwia  are  excluded  firmn  the  scope  of  this 
Agreement:  (1)  Seven  lines  or  OKwe  of 
display;  (2)  more  than  32K  of  text  memory; 

(3)  the  ability  to  perftmn  "block  move”;  aind 

(4)  a  “search  and  replace”  function.  A 
machine  having  some,  Imt  not  all.  of  these 
four  characteristics  is  included  within  the 
scope  of  this  Agreement 

(2)  The  PETs  subject  to  this  Agreement  are 
classifiable  under  subheadings  8469.10.00 
and  8469.29.00  of  the  Harmonized  Tariff 
Schedule  of  the  United  States  (HTSUS)  (Note 
that  personal  word  [uocessors  are  also 
provided  for  undw  subheading  8469.104)0). 

B.  U.S.  Import  Coverage 

The  signatory  producers/exporters 
collectively  are  the  producers  and  exporters 
in  Singapore  which,  during  the  antidumping 
investigation  on  the  merchandise  subject  to 
this  A^eement,  accounted  for  substantially 
all  (not  less  than  85  percent)  of  the  subject 
merchandise  imported  into  the  United  States, 
as  provided  in  t^  regulations.  The 
Department  may  at  any  time  during  the 
period  of  this  Agreement  require  additional 
producers/exporters  in  Singapore  to  sign  this 
Agreement  in  order  to  ensure  that  not  less 
thu  substantially  all  imports  into  the  Lhuted 
States  are  covered  by  this  Agreement 

In  reviewing  the  operation  of  this 
Agreement  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
whether  this  Agreement  has  been  violated  or 
is  no  longer  in  the  public  interest,  the 
Department  will  consider  imports  into  the 
United  States  from  all  sources  of  the 
mmchandise  described  in  Secthm  A  of  this 
Agreement.  For  this  purpose,  the  Department 
will  consider  factors  including,  but  not 
limited  to,  the  following:  Volume  of  trade, 
pattern  of  trade,  whether  or  not  the  reseller 
is  an  original  equipment  manufocturer,  and 
the  reseller's  purchase  price. 

C  Basis  of  the  Agreement 

On  and  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
Agreement,  each  signatory  producer/exporter 
individually  agrees  to  make  any  necessary 
price  revisions  to  eliminate  ccnnpletely  any 
amount  by  which  the  foieign  ma^et  value  of 
this  merchandise  exceeds  the  United  States 
price  of  its  merchandise  subject  to  this 
Agreement  For  this  purpose,  the  Department 
will  determine  the  ftmign  market  value  in 
accordance  with  section  773(e)  of  the  Act  and 
U.S.  price  in  accordance  with  section  772  of 
the  Act 

(1)  For  all  sales  occurring  between  the 
effective  date  of  this  Agreement  and 
September  30, 1993,  e^  signatory 
producer/exporter  agrees  not  to  sell  its 
merchandise  subject  to  this  Agreement  to 
unrelated  purchasers  in  the  United  States  at 
prices  that  are  less  than  its  foreign  market 
value,  as  determined  by  the  Department 
based  on  cost  information  for  t^  period  July 
1, 1992,  through  March  31, 1993,  and 
provided  to  parties  not  later  than  June  22, 
1993. 


(2)  For  all  sales  occurring  on  or  after 
October  1, 1993,  each  signedary  {Kbducn/ 
exporter  agrees  not  to  sell  its  merchandise 
subject  to  this  Agreement  to  any  unrelated 
purchaser  in  the  United  States  at  prices  that 
are  less  than  its  foreign  market  value  of  the 
merchandise,  as  determined  by  the 
D^iartment  on  the  basis  of  information 
suhooitted  to  the  Department  not  later  than 
the  dates  specified  in  sectkm  D  of  this 
Agreement  and  provided  to  parties  not  later 
thm  September  20,  Decembw  20.  March  20, 
and  June  20  of  each  year.  This  fo^gn  market 
value  shall  apply  to  sales  occurring  during 
the  calendar  quarter  beginning  on  the  first 
day  of  the  month  folkn^ng  the  date  the 
Department  provides  the  foreign  market 
value,  as  stated  in  this  paragraph. 

D.  Monitoring 

Each  signatory  producer/exporter  will 
supply  to  the  Department  all  information  that 
the  Department  decides  is  necessary  to 
ensure  that  the  producer/expmtar  is  in  full 
compliance  with  the  terms  of  this  Agreement. 
As  explained  below,  the  Department  will 
provide  each  signatory  proaucer/exporter  a 
detailed  request  for  information  and 
prescribe  a  required  fonnat  and  method  of 
data  compilation,  not  later  than  the 
beginning  of  each  reporting  period. 

(1)  Sales  Information 


The  Department  will  require  each 
producer/exporter  to  report,  on  computer 
tape  in  the  prescribed  format  and  using  the 
prescribed  method  of  data  compilatiim,  each 
sale  of  the  merchandise  subject  to  this 
Agreement,  either  directly  or  indirectly  to 
unrelated  purchasers  in  the  United  States, 
including  each  adjustment  applicable  to  each 
sale,  as  specified  ^  the  Department 
The  firrt  reptxt  of  sales  data  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Department,  on  computer 
tape  in  the  prescribe  fonnat  and  using  the 

[>rescribed  method  of  data  compilation,  not 
ater  than  OcU^r  31, 1993,  and  shall  contain 
the  specified  sales  inhumation  covering  the 
peric^  Jrme  22, 1993  to  September  30, 1993. 
Subsequent  reports  of  sales  data  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Department  not  later  than 
January  31,  April  30,  July  31,  and  Octrfoer  31 
of  each  year  and  each  report  shall  contain  the 
specified  sales  information  for  the  quarter 
ending  one  month  pricu  to  the  due  date, 
except  that  if  the  Department  receives 
information  that  a  possible  violation  of  the 
Agreement  may  have  occurred,  the 
Department  may  request  sales  data  on  a 
monthly,  rather  than  quarterly  basis. 

(2)  Cost  Information 


The  Department  will  require  Smith  Cnona 
Corpruation  and  &nith  Corona  (PTE)  Ltd., 
(the  respondent  in  the  original  investigatian) 
to  report  their  actual  cost  of  production  and 
profit  data  on  a  quarterly  basis,  in  the 
{uescribed  ftumat  and  using  the  prescribed 
method  of  data  compilation.  Barm  such 
producer/exporter  also  must  report 
anticipated  increases  in  production  costs  and 
may  report  anticipated  decreases  in 
prodiictkm  costs  in  the  quwter  in  which  the 
information  is  submitted  resulting  from 
factors  such  as  anticipated  changes  in 
production  yield,  changes  in  production 
process,  chmges  in  production  quantities  or 
changes  in  pr^uction  focilities. 
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The  first  report  of  cost  data  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Department  not  later  than 
July  31, 1993  and  shall  contain  the  specified 
cost  data  covering  the  period  April  1. 1993, 
through  )ime  30, 1993.  Each  subsequent 
report  shall  be  submitted  to  the  Department 
not  later  than  October  31,  January  31,  April 
30,  and  July  31,  of  each  year  and  each  report 
sh^l  contain  specified  information  for  the 
quarter  ending  one  month  prior  to  the  due 
date. 

(3)  Special  Adjustment  of  Foreign  Market 
Vdue 

If  the  Department  determines  that  the 
fmeign  market  value  it  determined  for  a 
previous  quarter  was  erroneous  because  the 
repented  costs  for  that  period  were  inaccurate 
or  incomplete,  or  for  any  other  reason,  the 
Department  may  adjust  foreign  market  value 
in  a  subsequent  period  or  periods,  unless  the 
Department  determines  that  Section  F  of  this 
^peement  applies. 

(4)  Verification 

Each  producer/exporter  agrees  to  permit 
full  verification  of  all  cost  and  sales 
information  semi-annually,  or  more 
fiequently,  as  the  Department  deems 
neosssary. 

(5)  Rejection  of  Submissions 
The  Department  may  reject  any 

information  submitted  after  the  deadlines  set 
forth  in  this  section  or  any  information 
which  it  is  unable  to  verify  to  its  satisfaction. 
If  information  is  not  submitted  in  a  complete 
and  timely  fashion  or  is  not  fully  verifiable, 
the  Defiartment  may  calculate  foreign  market 
value  and/or  U.S.  price  based  on  bmt 
information  available,  as  it  determines 
appropriate,  unless  the  Department 
determines  that  section  F  applies. 

B.  Disclosure  and  Comment 

(1)  The  Department  may  make  available  to 
representatives  of  each  domestic  party  to  the 
proceeding,  under  apfHopriately  drawn 
administrative  protective  orders,  business 
proprietary  information  submitted  to  the 
Department  during  each  quarter  as  well  as 
the  results  of  its  calculations  of  foreign 
market  value. 

(2)  Not  later  than  September  1,  December 
1,  March  1,  and  June  1  of  each  year,  the 
Department  will  disclose  to  each  producer/ 
exporter  the  results  and  the  methodology  of 
the  Department’s  calculations  of  its  foreign 
market  value.  At  that  time,  the  Department 
may  also  make  available  such  information  to 
the  domestic  parties  to  the  proceeding,  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  E(l). 

(3)  Not  later  than  seven  days  afier  the  date 
of  disclosure  under  paragraph  E(2),  the 
parties  to  the  proce^ng  may  submit  written 
comments  to  the  Department,  not  to  exceed 
10  pages.  After  reviewing  these  submissions, 
the  Department  will  pro^de  to  each 
producer/exporter  its  foreign  market  value  as 
provided  in  paragraph  C(2).  In  addition,  the 
Department  may  i»ovide  such  information  to 
domestic  interested  parties  as  specified  in 
paragraph  E(l). 

F.  Violations  of  the  Agreement 
If  the  Department  determines  that  this 
Agreement  is  being  or  has  been  violated  or 


no  longer  meets  the  requirements  of  section 
734  (b)  or  (d)  of  the  Act,  the  Department  shall 
take  a^on  it  determines  appropriate  under 
section  734(i)  of  the  Act  and  the  regulations. 

G,  Other  Provision 

In  entering  into  this  Agreement,  the 
signatory  pi^ucers/exporters  do  not  admit 
that  any  s^es  of  the  merchandise  subject  to 
this  Agreement  have  been  made  at  less  than 
fair  value. 

H.  Termination 

The  Department  will  not  consider  requests 
for  termination  of  this  suspended 
investigation  {uior  to  July,  1998.  Termination 
will  he  conducted  in  accordance  with  section 
353.25  of  the  Department’s  regulations. 

Any  producerfoxporter  may  terminate  this 
Agreement  at  any  time  upon  notice  to  the 
Department  Termination  shall  be  effective 
60  days  after  such  notice  is  given  to  the 
Department.  Upon  termination,  the 
Department  shall  follow  the  procedures 
outlined  in  section  734(i)(l)  of  the  Act. 

/.  Definitions 

For  purposes  of  this  Agreement,  the 
following  definitions  apply: 

1.  U.S.  Price — means  the  price  at  which 
merchandise  is  sold  by  the  producer  or 
exporter  to  the  first  unrelated  party  in  the 
United  States,  including  the  amount  of  any 
discounts,  rebates,  price  protection  or  ship 
and  debit  adjustments,  and  other  adjustments 
affecting  the  net  amount  paid  m  to  be  paid 
by  the  unrelated  purchaser,  as  determined  by 
the  Department  under  section  772  of  the  Act 

2.  Foreign  Market  Value — means  the 
construct^  value  of  the  merchandise,  as 
determined  hy  the  Department  under  section 
773(e)  of  the  Act  and  the  corresponding 
sections  of  the  Department’s  regulations,  as 
determined  by  the  Department 

3.  Producer/Exporter— means  (1)  the 
foreign  manufacturer  or  producer,  (2)  the 
foreign  producer  or  reseller  which  also 
exports,  and  (3)  the  related  person  by  whom 
or  for  whose  account  the  merchandise  is 
imported  into  the  United  States,  as  defined 
in  section  771(13)  of  the  Act. 

4.  Date  of  Sale— means  the  date  on  which 
the  essential  terms  of  the  contract,  including 
price,  are  agreed  and  determinable,  normally 
the  date  of  confirmation  of  sale. 

’The  effective  date  of  this  Agreement  is  June 
22, 1993. 

For  Singaporean  Producers/Exporters 

Smith  Corona  Corporation  and  Smith  Corona 
(PTE)  Ltd. 


Terence  P.  Stewart,  Esq. 

Stewart  and  Stewart, 

For  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce 
Date:  - 


Joseph  A.  SpetiinL 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 

Administration. 

Date:  - 

[FR  Doc  93-17786  Filed  7-22-93;  9:46  am] 
MLUNO  CODE  SSIO-OS-e 


[A-668-015] 

T«l«visk>n  R«c«iv*rs,  Monochronw 
and  Color,  From  Japm;  Amondod  Hnal 
Rosults  of  Antidumping  Duty 
Administration  Revlsw 

AOENCY:  International  Trade 
Administration/Import  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

ACnON:  Amended  final  results  of 
antidumping  duty  administrative 
review. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Commerce 
is  announcing  its  amended  final  results 
of  review,  piirsuant  to  remand,  of  the 
antidumping  finding  on  television  - 
receivers,  monochrome  and  color,  from 
Japan.  The  remand  covers  one  Japanese 
manufacturer  of  the  merchandise, 
Toshiba  Corporation,  and  the  periods 
September  28, 1983,  through  March  31, 
1984,  and  April  1, 1984,  tl^ugh 
February  28, 1985. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  26, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  SfFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Michael  Heaney  or  Pamela  Woods, 

Office  of  Antidumping  Compliance, 
International  Trade  Administration, 

U.S.  Department  of  (Commerce, 
Washington,  DC  20230;  telephone  (202) 
482-52SS. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  SIFORMATION: 
Background 

On  August  6, 1991,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (the  Department)  published 
in  the  Federal  Reg^er  (56  FR  37339)  its 
final  results  of  antidumping  duty 
administrative  review  of  the 
antidumping  finding  on  television 
receivers,  monochrome  and  color,  from 
Japan  (36  FR  4597;  March  10, 1971).  We 
determined  the  dumping  margin  for 
Toshiba  (Corporation  (Toshiba)  for  the 
periods  from  September  28, 1983, 
through  February  28, 1986,  to  range 
from  0.06  percent  to  39.88  percent. 

Toshiba  challenged  the  Department’s 
final  results  of  review  at  the  Court  of 
International  Trade  (QT)  with  respect  to 
the  periods  SeptemlMr  28, 1983,  through 
Mai^  31, 1984,  and  April  1, 1984, 
through  February  28, 1985.  On 
September  25, 1992,  the  CHT  issued  an 
order  remanding  the  final  results  of 
review  to  the  Department  for 
recalculation  of  the  dumping  margin 
(Toshiba  Corp.  v.  United  States,  Court 
No.  91-09-00649).  On  October  26, 1992, 
the  Department  submitted  its 
redetermination  to  the  CTT.  ’The  CTT 
subsequently  affirmed  that 
redermination  on  December  7, 1992. 

Amended  Final  Results  of  Review 

As  a  result  of  our  recalculation  of 
Toshiba’s  margins  piirsuant  to  court 
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remand,  we  determine  Toshiba’s  margin 
to  be  0.01  percent  for  the  period 
September  28, 1983,  through  March  31, 
1984,  and  to  be  0.02  percent  for  the 
period  April  1, 1994,  through  February 
28, 1995. 

The  Department  will  instruct  the 
Customs  Service  to  assess  antidu^ing 
duties  on  all  appropriate  entries.  The 
Department  will  issue  appraisement 
instructions  directly  to  ^e  Customs 
Service.  Individual  differences  between 
United  States  price  and  foreign  market 
value  may  vary  from  the  percentages 
stated  above. 

This  review  and  notice  is  in 
accordance  vdth  section  751(a)(1)  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended,  and 
§  353.22  of  the  Department’s  regulations 
(19  CFR  353.22). 

Dated;  July  14, 1993. 

Joseph  A.  Spetrini, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17756  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BiujNQ  CODE  asio-oa-M 

International  Trade  Administration 
rC-S49-401] 

Certain  Apparel  From  Thailand;  Notice 
of  Proposed  Amended  Conversion 

AGENCY:  International  Trade 
Administration/Import  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Certain  apparel  from  Thailand: 
Notice  of  propose  amendment  to  the 
existing  conversion  of  the  scope  of  the 
order  ^m  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the 
United  States  Annotated  to  the 
Harmonized  Tariff  Schedule. 

SUMMARY:  On  January  1, 1989,  the 
United  States  fully  converted  to  the 
international  harmonized  system  of 
tariff  classification.  On  January  11, 

1989,  the  Department  of  Commerce  (the 
Department)  published  the  Conversion 
to  Use  of  the  Harmonized  Tariff 
Schedule  of  Classifications  for 
Antidumping  and  Countervailing  Duty 
Proceedings  (54  FR  993;  January  11, 
1989)  (1989  Conversion)  for  all 
antidumping  and  countervailing  duty 
orders  in  effect  or  investigations  in 
progress  as  of  January  1, 1989.  The 
Department  now  proposes  to  amend  the 
1989  Conversion  governing  the 
countervailing  duty  orders  on  apparel 
firom  Thailand.  Interested  parties  are 
invited  to  comment  on  this  proposed 
amended  conversion. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  26, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Sarah  Givens  or  Kelly  Parkhill,  Office  of 
Countervailing  Compliance.  Import 


Administration,  International  Trade 
Administration,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington.  DC  20230, 
telephone  (202)  482-2786. 

Background 

In  1985,  the  Department  issued  a 
countervailing  duty  order  on  Certain 
Apparel  from  Thailand  (C-549-401)  (50 
FR  9818;  March  12, 1985).  The  scope  of 
this  order  was  originally  defined  solely 
in  terms  of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of  the 
United  States  Annotated  (TSUSA)  item 
numbers;  no  narrative  product 
description  was  provided.  On  January  1, 
1989,  the  United  States  fully  converted 
from  the  TSUSA  to  the  Harmonized 
Tariff  Schedule  (HTS).  Section  1211  of 
the  Omnibus  Trade  and 
Competitiveness  Act  of  1988  directed 
the  Department  to  “take  whatever 
actions  aie  necessary  to  conform,  to  the 
fullest  extent  practicable,  with  the  tariff 
classification  system  of  the  Harmonized 
Tariff  Schedule  [for]  all  *  *  *  orders 
*  *  *’’  in  effect  at  the  time  of  the 
implementation  of  the  HTS. 

Accordingly,  on  January  11, 1989, 
after  reviewing  comments  received  from 
the  public,  the  Department  published 
the  1989  Conversion  for  all  antidumping 
and  countervailing  duty  orders  in  effect 
or  investigations  in  progress  as  of 
January  1, 1989  (54  FR  993).  The  notice 
also  included  the  conversion  of  the 
scope  of  the  referenced  apparel  order 
frum  TSUSA  to  HTS  item  numbers.  The 
1989  Conversion  was  based  on  a  one-to- 
one  correspondence  of  the  TSUSA  and 
HTS  item  numbers.  In  the  notice,  the 
Department  stated  that  the  conversion 
could  be  amended,  as  warranted,  at  any 
time  during  the  applicable  proceeding 
as  a  result  of  the  submission  of 
comments  or  new  factual  information. 

As  a  result  of  comments  submitted  to 
the  Department  by  the  importing  public 
and  advice  received  frum  the  U.S. 
Customs  Service,  the  Department 
determined  that  the  1989  Conversion 
did  not  accurately  reflect  the  scope  of 
the  Certain  Apjmrel  from  Thailand  order 
and,  therefore,  that  the  order  should  be 
amended.  On  September  15, 1992,  the 
Department  published  a  proposed 
amendment  to  the  1989  inversion  and 
invited  interested  parties  to  comment  on 
it  (57  FR  42545).  llie  Department  did 
not  receive  any  comments  with  respect 
to  the  amendment  to  the  Certain 
A^arel  from  Thailand  order. 

The  Department  published  on  January 
13. 1993  the  amended  1989  Conversion 
(Amended  1989  Conversion)  (58  FR 
4151).  On  March  10, 1993,  the  Customs 
Service  began  liquidating  without 
regard  to  countervailing  duties  all 
unliquidated  entries  of  the  subject 
merchandise  not  covered  in  the 


Amended  1989  Conversion  that  were 
exported  on  or  after  January  1, 1989. 
Customs  also  began  liquidating  at  the 
appropriate  rate  all  unliquida^  entries 
of  the  subject  merchandise  covered  in 
the  Amended  1989  Conversion  that 
were  exported  on  or  after  January  1, 

1989. 

Thereafter,  the  Department  discovered 
that  the  Amended  1989  Conversion  was 
based  on  an  inaccurate  HTS  list.  On 
April  23. 1993,  after  being  notified  by 
the  Department  of  the  error.  Customs 
stopped  liquidation  and  resumed 
suspending  liquidation  according  to  the 
1989  Conversion. 

To  rectify  the  error  in  the  1989 
Amended  Conversion,  the  Department, 
Math  the  assistance  of  the  U.S.  Customs 
Service  and  the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  has  once  again  compared 
the  TSUSA-defined  scope  and  the  HTS- 
defined  scope  provided  by  the  1989 
Conversion,  and  identified  those  HTS 
numbers  that  more  reasonably 
correspond  with  the  TSUSA-defined 
scope  of  the  Certain  Apparel  from 
Thailand  countervailing  duty  order.  A 
new  proposed  amended  conversion  is 
foimd  in  the  attached  appendix. 

Request  for  Public  Comments 

We  invite  interested  parties  to  submit 
comments  on  the  proposed  amended 
conversion  Mrithin  30  days  of  the 
publication  of  this  notice.  All  comments 
must  be  in  writing  (10  copies), 
addressed  to  the  attention  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  Countervailing 
Compliance,  International  Trade 
Administration.  lA  Central  Record  Unit, 
room  B-099. 14th  Street  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW,  Washington, 
DC  20230. 

Dated:  July  9. 1993. 

Baibara  R.  Stafford, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretory  for  Import 
Administration. 

Appendix:  Proposed  Amoided  HTS  List  for 
C^ain  Apparel  From  Thailand  (G4M9-401) 

4202.1240  4202.1260  4202.1280  4202.2245 
4202.2260  4202.2270  4202.2280  4202.3240 
4202.3295  4202.9215  4202.9220  4202.9230 
4202.9260  4202.9290  6101.2000  6101.3020 
6102.1000  6102.3010  6102.3020  6103.1920* 
6103.2200*  6103.2300*  6103.2910* 

6103.4210  6103.4315  6103.4910  6104.1200* 
6104.1320  6104.1915  6104.2100*  6104.2200* 
6104.2300*  6104.2910*  6104.3100  6104.3310 
6104.3320  6104.3910  6104.4200  6104.4320 
6104.4420  6104.5100  6104.5200  6104.5310 
6104.5320  6104.5910  6104.6220  6104.6320 
6104.6920  6105.1000  6105.2020  6106.1000 
6106.2020  6109.1000  6109.9010  6110.2020 

6110.3030  6111.3010  6111.3020  61113030 
6111.3040  6111.3050  6111.9010  6111.9020 
6111.9030  6111.9040  6111.9050  6112.1200 
6112.1910  6112.2010  6114.2000  6114.3010 

6114.3030  6201.1220  6201.1340  6201.9220 
6202.1220  6202.1340  6202.9220  6202.9345 
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6202.9350  6203.1910*  6203.2230* 

6203.2300*  6203.2920*  6203.4240  6203.4340 
6203.4920  6204.1200*  6204.2230* 

6204.2300*  6304.2920*  6204.3220  6204.3350 
6204.3930  6204.4230  6204.4340  6204.4440 
6204.52301  6204.5330  6204.5930  6204.6240 
6204.6335  6204.6925  6205.2020  6206.3030 
6206.4030  6206.2200  6208.9200  6209.2010 
6209.2020  6209.2030  6209.2050  6210.3010 
6210.5010  6212.1010  6212.1020 

*  CoveragB  lindtad  to  gannents  that  would 
be  covered  this  order  if  aeparately  eatered. 

t  Covenge  excludes  garments  of  denim  or 
of  pile  fabrics. 

IFR  Doc.  93-177S2  Piled  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 
•iUJMO  oooc  9no-o»-e 

(C-791-801) 

Notice  of  Postponement  of  Preliminary 
Countervailing  Duty  Determinations: 
Certain  Carbon  Steel  Rat  Products 
from  South  Africa 

AGENCY:  Import  Administration, 
Internationa  Trade  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  26, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATKW  CONTACT: 
Kristin  M.  Heim,  Office  of 
Countervailing  Investigations,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  room  B099, 
14th  Street  and  Constitution  Avenue. 
NW,  Washington,  DC  20230;  telephone: 
(202)  482-3798. 

POSTPONEMENT:  On  July  9, 1993,  Armco 
Steel  Company.  L.P..  et  al.  petitioners  in 
the  investigations,  requested  that  the 
IDepartment  postpone  the  preliminary 
determinations  in  accordance  with  19 
CFR  355.15(c).  Accordingly,  pursuant  to 
section  703(c)(1)(A)  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended,  t'the  Act”)  and  19 
CFR  3SS.15(c).  we  are  postponing  the 
date  of  the  preliminary  determinations 
until  no  later  than  September  3, 1993. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
section  703(cX2)  of  the  Act  and  19  CFR 
355.15(e). 

Dated:  July  16. 1993. 

Joseph  A  SpeUiai, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administratioa. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17753  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 

MLUNQ  CODE  SSW-OS-P 


kMM  State  University  st  al.; 
Consolidated  Decision  on  Applications 
for  Duty>Free  Entry  of  Scientific 
Instrumente 

This  is  a  deciston  consolidated 
piusuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Import^on  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897;  15  CFR  part  . 
301).  Related  records  can  be  viewed 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  5  p.m.  in  room 


4211,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 

14th  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC 

Comments:  Ncme  reomvad.  Decision: 
Approved.  No  instrument  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
instruments  desoibed  below,  for  such 
purposes  as  each  is  intended  to  be  used, 
is  bkng  manutectured  in  the  United 
States.  , 

Docket  Ntunher;  93-009.  Applicant: 
Iowa  State  University,  Ames,  lA  SOOll. 
Instrument:  KP  Mass  Spectrometer. 
Manufacturer:  Turner  Scientific,  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  Use:  See  notice  at  58 
FR 17862,  April  6, 1993.  Reasons:  The 
foreign  instrument  provi(te8;  (1) 
Detecticm  smisitivity  to  1  pptr,  (2)  linear 
dynamic  mass  ranM  at  ±  5%  over  10 
orders  of  magnitum,  and  (3)  isotope 
ratio  measurements  within  ±  2%  ^m 
lithium  to  uranium. 

Docket  Number:  93-011.  Applicant: 
North  Carolina  State  University. 

Raleigh.  NC  27695-7212.  Instrument: 
Sonic  Telemetry  Transmitters  and 
Receivers,  Mod^s  V3-6L  and  VR-20. 
Manufacturer.  VEMCO,  Canada. 
Intended  Use:  See  notice  at  58  FR 
17862,  April  8, 1993.  Reasons:  The 
foreign  instrument  provides;  (1) 
Recorded  identification  of  in^viduals 
by  serial  number,  sound  pulse  rate  and 
firequency  to  minimize  false  positives 
and  (2)  a  built-in  memory. 

Docket  Number:  93-013.  Applicant: 
University  of  Colorado  Health  Sciences 
Center.  Dmver,  CO  80262.  Instrument; 
UV  Flashlamp,  Model  XF-10. 
Manufacturer:  Hi  Tech  Scientific  Ltd., 
United  Kingdom.  Intended  Use:  See 
notice  at  58  FR  17862,  April  6, 1993. 
Reasons:  The  foreign  instrument 
provides:  (1)  Minimum  electromagnetic 
interference.  (2)  spot  focused  quartz 
optics  and  (3)  10  to  340J  adjustable 
stored  energy. 

Docket  Number:  93-014.  Applicant: 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 

Beckley,  WV  25802-0867.  Instrument: 
Comair  Root  Length  Scanner. 
Manufacturer:  Hawker  de  Havilland 
Ltd..  Australia.  Intended  Use:  See  notice 
at  58  FR  17862.  April  6, 1993.  Reasons: 
The  foreign  instrument  provides:  (1) 
Root  len^  measurements  to  100  m,  (2) 
0.1  to  2.0  mm  diameters  and  (3) 
accuracy  of  ±  5%  for  15  to  60  m 
samples. 

Docket  Number:  93-021.  Applicant: 
Colorado  State  University.  Fort  Collins, 
CO  80523.  Instrument:  Trisector  Double 
Focusing  Geometry  Mass  Spectrometer, 
Model  Autospec-5000.  Manufacturer: 
VG  Instruments,  United  Kingdom. 
Intended  Use:  See  notice  at  58  FR 
17863,  April  6. 1993.  Reasons:  The 
foreign  instrument  provides:  (1) 


Resolution  to  60  000,  (2)  scan  rate  to  5 
per  second  and  (3)  Iff’LC  interface. 

Docket  Number:  93-023.  Applicant: 
Virginia  Commonwealth  University, 
Richmond.  VA  23298.  Instrument: 

ACTA  Rotating  Wear  Testing  Machine. 
Manufacturer:  Acedemic  Center  for 
Dentistry,  The  Netherlands.  Intended 
Use:  See  notice  at  58  FR  17863,  April  6, 
1993.  Reasons:  The  foreign  instrument 
provides  accurate  simulation  of 
conditions  of  clinical  wear,  with 
adjustment  for  slip,  force  and  frequency. 

The  National  Institutes  of  Healtn 
advises  in  its  memoranda  dated  May  25, 
1993,  that  (1)  the  capabilities  of  each  of 
the  foreign  instruments  described  above 
are  pertinent  to  each  ^plicant’s 
intended  purpose  and  (2)  it  knows  of  no 
domestic  instrument  or  apparatus  of 
equivalent  scientific  value  for  the 
intended  use  of  each  instrument. 

We  know  of  no  other  instrument  or 
apparatus  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States  which  is  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  any  of  the  foreign 
instruments. 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs  Staff. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17744  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 
HtXMQ  CODE  X10-Oa-7 

Applications  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of 
Scientific  Instrumente 

Pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Educational,  Scientific  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L.  89-651;  80  Stat.  897;  IS  CFR  part 
301),  we  invite  comments  on  the 
question  of  whether  instruments  of 
equivalent  scientific  value,  for  the 
purposes  for  whidi  the  instruments 
shown  below  are  intended  to  be  used, 
are  being  manufactured  in  the  United 
States. 

Comments  must  comply  with 
subsections  301.5(aM3)  and  (4)  of  the 
regulations  and  be  filed  within  20  days 
with  the  Statutory  Import  Programs 
Staff.  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington.  DC  20230.  Applications 
may  be  examined  between  8:30  a.m.  and 
5  p.m.  in  room  4211,  U.S.  Department 
of  Commerce,  14th  Street  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC. 

Docket  Number:  93-070.  Applicant: 
Iowa  Stats  University,  Purchasing 
Department,  2nd  Floor  General  Services 
Building.  Ames.  lA  50011.  Instrument: 
Mass  Spectrmnetar,  Model  OPTIMA. 
Manufacturer:  Fisons  Instruments, 
United  Kingdom.  Intended  Use:  The 
instrument  will  be  used  for  studies  of 
newly  designed  commodities, 
ingredients,  and  products  ultimately 
intended  to  be  foods  for  human 
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consumption.  The  instnunent  will 
function  as  analytical  support 
equipment  in  interdisdiu^ary  research 
conducted  to  understand  and  evaluate 
the  linkages  of  food  production, 
processing,  distribution  and  design  of 
new  foods  to  consumer  demands,  food 
selection  and  consumption  for 
nutritional  assurance  and  health 
maintenance.  The  instrument  will  also 
be  used  for  educational  purposes  in 
food  science  courses.  Application 
Received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
Jime  21, 1993. 

Docket  Number:  93-671.  Applicant: 
Georgia  Institute  of  Technology,  225 
North  Avenue,  NW,  Atlanta,  GA  30332. 
Instrument:  EM31  Conductivity  Meter 
and  Model  DL720  Digital  Data 
Acquisition  System.  Manufacturer: 
Geonics  Ltd.,  Canada.  Intended  Use: 

The  instrument  will  be  used  for  studies 
of  the  effectiveness  of  a  range  of  test 
methods  used  in  hazardous  waste  site 
assessment.  In  particular,  this  device  is 
used  to  study  electromagnetic 
conductivity  in  soil  and  groimd  water 
and  thereby  assist  in  identifying  the 
presence  of  contaminants.  In  addition, 
the  instrument  will  be  used  in  two 
courses  that  focus  on  techniques  for 
assessment  of  subsurface  contamination. 
Application  Received  by  Commissioner 
of  Customs:  June  22, 1903. 

Docket  Number:  93-072.  Applicant: 
Horn  Point  Environmental  Laboratory, 
P.O.  Box  775,  2020  Horn  Point  Road, 
Cambridge.  21613.  Instrument:  OM 
780  Model  781  Oxygen  Meter,  MC 100 
Microcell  and  SI  130 1302  Oxygen 
Electrode.  Manufacturer:  Strathkelvin 
Instruments.  United  Kingdom.  Intended 
Use:  The  instrument  will  be  used  for 
sampling  of  small  mesocosms  that  will 
have  small  volumes  of  water  in  a 
research  program  to  examine  the  scaling 
effects  of  human  and  natural 
pertiubations  on  living  ecosystems. 
Application  Received  oy  Commissioner 
0/ Customs:  June  22, 1993. 

Docket  Number:  93-073.  Applicant: 
Rutgers  University,  Fiber  Optic  Material 
Research  Program,  Brett  &  Bowser  Road, 
Piscataway,  08854.  Instrument: 
Excimer  L^r  System,  Model  AQX-ISO. 
Manufacturer:  MPB  Technologies, 
Canada.  Intended  Use:  The  instrument 
will  be  used  to  explore  scientific  and 
technological  questions  in  the  research 
topic  of  photosensitive  glasses  and  fiber 
Bragg  grating  formation.  Application 
Received  by  Commissioner  of  Customs: 
June  22. 1993. 

Docket  Number:  93-074.  Applicant: 
The  College  of  William  and  Mary, 
Virginia  Institute  of  Marine  Science. 
Route  1208,  P.O.  Box  1346,  Gloucester 
Point,  VA  23062.  Instrument:  Electronic 
Fish  Measuring  Board,  Model  FMB IV. 


Manufacturer:  Limnoterra  Atlantic,  Inc., 
Canada.  Intended  Use:  The  instrument 
will  be  used  to  obtain  size 
measurements  of  fish  and  crustaceans 
during  studies  of  various  fish  and 
crustaceans  native  to  the  Chesapeake 
Bay  and  Mid-Atlantic  Bight 
Application  Received  by  Commissioner 
o/ Customs;  June  24, 1993. 

Frank  W.CreeL 

Director.  Statutory  latport  Programs  Staff. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17745  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 

MUMO  CODE  381»-Oe-r 


Univeraity  of  Minnesota;  Decision  on 
Application  for  Duty-Free  Entry  of  an 
Electron  MicroacofM 

This  decision  is  made  pursuant  to 
section  6(c)  of  the  Educational, 
Scientific,  and  Cultural  Materials 
Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub.  L.  89- 
651,  80  Stat  897;  15  CFR  part  301). 
Related  records  can  be  viewed  between 
8:30  a.m.  and  5  p.m.  in  room  4211,  U.S. 
Department  of  Conunerce,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC. 

Docket  Number:  93-027.  Applicant: 
University  of  Minnesota.  St.  Paul,  MN 
55108.  Instrument:  Electron  Microscope, 
Model  CM  12.  Manufacturer:  Philips 
Electronic  Instruments,  The 
Netherlands.  Intended  Use:  See  notice  at 
58  FR  21973,  April  26. 1993.  Order 
Date:  February  16, 1993. 

Comments:  None  received.  Decision: 
Approved.  No  instrument  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
instrument,  for  such  pvuposes  as  it  is 
intended  to  be  used,  was  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States  at  the 
time  the  instrument  was  ordered. 
Reasons:  This  foreign  instrument  is  a 
conventional  transmission  electron 
microscope  (CTEM)  and  is  intended  for 
research  or  scientific  educational  uses 
requiring  a  CTEM.  We  know  of  no 
CTTM,  or  any  other  instrument  suited  to 
this  purpose,  which  was  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States 
either  at  the  time  of  order  of  this 
instrument. 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Director.  Statutory  Import  Programs  Staff. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17746  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BtUMO  CODE  3B10-OS-F 


Massachusetts  Institute  of 
Technology;  Decision  on  Application 
for  Duty-Free  Entry  of  Scientific 
Instrument 

This  decision  is  made  pursuant  to 
section  6(c)  of  the  Educational, 
Scientific,  and  Cultvusl  Materials 
Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub.  L.  89- 


651, 80  Stat.  897;  15  CFR  part  30 1). 
Related  records  can  be  viewed  between 
8:30  8.m.  and  5  p.m.  in  room  4211,  U.S. 
Department  of  Conunerce,  14th  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC 

Docket  Number:  93-020.  Applicant: 
Massachusetts  Institute  of  Tec^ology, 
Cambridge,  MA  02139.  Instrument: 
’Canterbury’  Cryostopped-flow  Sample 
Handling  Unit  and  Anaerobic  Kit, 
ModeU  SHU-41  and  OPT.417. 
Manufacturer:  Hi-Tech  Scientific  Ltd., 
United  Kingdom.  Intended  Use:  See 
notice  at  58  FR  17863,  April  6, 1993. 

Comments:  None  received.  Decision: 
Approved.  No  instrument  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
instrument,  for  such  purposes  as  it  is 
intended  to  be  used,  is  being 
manufactured  in  the  United  States. 
Reasons:  This  is  a  compatible  accessory 
iar  an  instrument  previously  imported 
for  the  use  of  the  applicant.  The 
instrument  and  accessory  were  made  by 
the  same  manufacturer.  The  National 
Institutes  of  Health  advises  in  its 
memorandum  dated  May  25, 1993  that 
the  accessory  is  pertinent  to  the 
intended  uses  and  that  it  knows  of  no 
comparable  domestic  accessory. 

We  know  of  no  domestic  accessory 
which  can  be  readily  adapted  to  the 
previously  imported  instrument. 

Frank  W.  Creel, 

Director.  Statutory  Import  Prograrru  Staff. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17754  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BMJJNQ  COOE  36ie-Oa-# 


Woods  Holo  Oceanographic  biatUution 
at  al.;  ConaoUdated  Deciaion  on 
Applicationa  for  Duty-Fraa  Entry  of 
Scientific  instruments 

This  is  a  decision  consolidated 
pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Educational,  Scientific,  and  Cultural 
Materials  Importation  Act  of  1966  (Pub. 
L.  89-651,  80  Stat.  897;  15  CFR  part 
301).  Related  records  can  be  viewed 
between  8:30  a.m.  and  5  p.m.  in  room 
4211,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 
14th  and  Constitution  Avenue.  NW., 
Washington,  DC. 

Comments:  None  received.  Decision: 
Approved.  No  instrument  of  equivalent 
scientific  value  to  the  foreign 
instnunents  described  below,  for  such 
purposes  as  each  is  intended  to  be  used, 
is  being  manufactured  in  the  United 
States. 

Docket  Number:  93-628.  Applicant: 
Woods  Hole  Oceanographic  Institution, 
Woods  Hole,  MA  02543.  Instrument: 
Mass  Spectrometer,  Model  OPTIMA. 
Manufacturer:  VG  bstruments.  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  Use:  See  notice  at  58 
FR  21973,  April  26, 1993.  Reasons:  Tlie 
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foreign  instnunent  provides  three 
Faitt^y  collectors  capable  of  measuring 
three  sets  of  Brasses  without  ad)ustment 
and  a  guaranteed  internal  precision  of 
0.01  per  mil  for  10  bar  ftl  samples 
CO2. 

Docket  Number:  03-039.  Applicant: 
Princeton  University,  Princetcm,  N} 
08544.  Instnunent:  Isolope  Ratio  Mass 
Spectrometer,  Model  OPTIMA. 
Manufacturer;  MG  IsxAedi,  United 
Kingdom.  Intended  Use:  See  notice  at  58 
FR  27267,  May  7, 1993.  Reasons:  The 
foreign  instrument  provides  precisions 
of  ±  0.05  per  mil  for  carbon  and  ±  0.08 
per  mil  for  oxygen  on  samples  of 
hydroxyapatite  as  small  as  0.5  mg  using 
a  carbonate  autosampler  with  dmd 
trapping. 

The  capability  of  each  of  the  foreign 
instruments  described  above  is 
pertinmit  to  each  applicant's  intended 
purposes.  We  know  of  no  instrument  or 
apparatus  being  manufactured  in  the 
United  States  which  is  of  equivalent 
scientific  vahie  to  eidier  of  the  foreign 
instruments. 

Frank  W.Cmel, 

Director,  Statutory  Import  Programs  Staff. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17755  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BILLMQ  CODE  SBIO-OS-F 


National  InatRuta  of  Standards  and 
Technology 

[Docket  No.  93tS21-31211 
RIN  069»-AB18 

Proposed  Revision  of  Federal 
Information  Processing  Standard 
(FIPS)  173,  Spatial  Data  Transfer 
Standard  (SOTS) 

AGENCY:  National  Institute  of  Standards 
and  Technology  (NIST),  Commerce. 
ACTXiN:  Notice;  request  for  comments. 

SUMMARY:  This  proposed  revision  to 
Federal  Information  Processing 
Standard  (FIPS)  173,  Spatial  Data 
Transfer  Standard  (SDTS),  adds  a 
Topological  Vector  Profile  (TVP).  The 
TW  is  a  limited  subset  of  ^TS 
specifications  for  the  transfer  of  vector 
data.  FIPS  173  currently  consists  of 
three  parts  and  provides  specifications 
for  the  organization  and  structure  of 
digital  spatial  data  transfer,  definitirm  of 
spatial  iMtures  and  attributes,  and  data 
transfer  encoding.  The  purpose  of  this 
standard  is  to  promote  and  facilitate  the 
transfer  of  digital  spatial  data  between 
dissimilar  computer  systems.  This 
proposed  revision  will  supersede  FIPS 
PUB  173  in  its  entirety. 

SDTS  supports  the  trmisfer  of  vector 
data  with  geoaaetry  and  trilogy,  raster 
data,  grap^  rapresentation  modules. 


and  geometry-only  vector  data.  The 
SDTS  Topological  Vector  Profile 
supports  only  geographic  vector  data 
with  geometry  and  topology. 

A  SDTS  application  profile,  not 
requiring  the  foil  functionality  of  SDTS, 
defines  requirements  for  a  specific  type 
of  data  and/or  application.  A  STTS 
profile  simplifies  the  implementation  of 
SDTS  while  maximizing  the  probability 
of  successful  data  intardianges  between 
dissimilar  computer  systems. 

Prior  to  the  submission  of  this 
proposed  revision  to  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  for  review  and  approval,  it  is 
essential  to  assure  that  caasiOMation  is 
given  to  the  needs  and  views  of  federal 
organizations,  vendors,  the  public,  and 
State  and  local  governments.  The 
purpose  of  this  notit^e  is  to  solicit  such 
views. 

The  proposed  revision  contains  two 
sections;  (1)  An  announcement  section, 
which  provides  information  concerning 
the  applicability,  implementation,  and 
maintenance  of  the  standard:  and  (2)  a 
specifications  section  udiich  deals  with 
the  technical  requirements  of  the 
standard.  The  specifications  section,  in 
four  parts,  provides  specifications  for 
Part  1 — Logical  Specifications,  Part  2 — 
Spatial  Features,  Part  3 — ^ISO  8211 
Encoding,  Part  4 — Topological  Vector 
Profile  (TVP).  Part  4,  Topological  Vector 
Profile  (TVP)  which  will  be  added  to  the 
SDTS  this  revision  includes  two 
changes  and  several  clarifications  to 
Parti  of  SDTS. 

Only  the  announcement  section  of  the 
standmd  is  provided  in  this  notice. 
Interested  parties  may  obtain  copies  of 
Part  4,  Topological  Vector  Profile  from: 
Spatial  Data  Transfer  Standard  Task 
Force,  U.S.  Geological  Survey,  National 
Mapping  Division,  526  National  Center, 
Reston,  VA  22092.  Copies  of  FIPS  173 
Spatial  Data  Transfer  Standard  (SDTS) 
which  includes  Parts  1,  2,  and  3  are  for 
sale  by  the  National  Technical 
Information  Service,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Springfield,  VA  22161. 
DATES:  Comments  on  this  proposed 
revision  must  be  received  on  or  before 
October  25, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments 
concerning  the  proposed  revision 
should  be  sent  to:  Director,  Computer ' 
Systems  Laboratory,  ATTN;  Revision  of 
fIPS  173,  Technoio^  Building,  rocnn 
B154,  National  Institute  of  Standards 
and  Technology.  Gaithersburg,  MD 
20899. 

Written  comments  received  in 
response  to  this  notice  will  be  made  part 
of  the  public  leiXMrd  and  will  be  made 
available  for  inspection  and  cmpying  in 
the  Central  R^erence  and  Record 
Inspection  Facalky,  room  6020.  Herbert 


C.  Hoover  Building,  14th  Street  between 
Peimsylvania  and  Constitution 
Avenues,  NW..  Washiiigton,  DC  20230. 
FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATKM  CONTACT. 

Mr.  Henry  Tom,  Naticmal  Institute  of 
Standards  and  Technology, 

Gaithersburg,  MD  20899,  telephone 
(301) 975-3271. 

Dated:  July  20, 1993. 

Arati  Prabhaker, 

Director. 

Proposed  Federal  Informatiaii  Proceaaing 
Standards  Publication  173-1, 

(Date) 

Announcing  the  Standard  for  Spatial  Data 
Transfer  Standard  (SDTS) 

Federal  Information  Processing  Standards 
Publications  (FIPS  PUBS)  are  ismed  by  the 
National  Institute  of  Standards  and 
Technology  after  approval  by  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  pursuant  to  section  111(d)  of  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services 
Act  of  1949  as  amended  by  the  Computer 
Security  Act  of  1987,  Public  Law  100-235. 

1.  Name  of  Stands^.  Spatial  Data  Transfer 
Standard  (SDTS)  (FIPS  PUB  173-1). 

2.  Category  of  Standard.  Software 
Standard,  Inftmnatkm  Interchange. 

3.  Explanation.  This  standard  provides 
specifications  for  dw  organization  and 
structure  of  digital  spatial  data  transfM’, 
definition  of  ^atial  features  and  attributes, 
data  transfer  encoding,  aiul  topr^ogical  vector 
profile.  The  purpose  of  the  standa^  is  to 
promote  and  facilitate  the  transfer  of  digital 
spatial  data  between  dissimilar  computer 
systems. 

Work  on  a  national  spatial  data  transfer 
standard  was  initkrtad  by  the  Naticmal 
Committee  for  Digital  Cartographic  Data 
Standards,  Amerkan  Congress  on  Surveying 
and  Mapping  in  1982  to  d^lop  a 
comprehensive  set  of  data  exchange 
standards  for  the  profession.  In  1985,  the 
Standards  Working  Group  of  the  Federal 
Interagency  Ccmrdinating  Committee  on 
Digital  Cartography  also  began  work  on 
spatial  data  exchange  standards.  During 
1987,  the  results  of  these  parallel  efforts  were 
merged  by  the  Digital  Cartographic  Data 
Standards  Task  Force  into  the  proposed 
Digital  Cartographic  Data  Standard, 
pifolished  as  a  special  issue  of  the  American 
Cartograidiw  in  January  1988. 

Subsequent  testing,  aaodification,  and 
refining  <A  the  ^>ecificBtiom  were  done  by 
the  Spatial  Data  Transfer  Standard  Technical 
Review  Board.  These  efforts  resulted  in  the 
approval  and  issuance  of  the  Spatial  Data 
Transfer  Standard  (SDTS)  as  F^eral 
Informatkm  Processing  Standard  (FIPS) 
Publication  173  cxmsirtiiig  of  three  parts:  Part 
1 — Logical  Specificatioiu,  Part  2 — Spatial 
Features,  Part  3 — ISO  8211  Bncxxling.  This 
revised  standard  supersedes  FIPS  173  its 
entirety  and  adds  Part  4,  the  Topologmal 
Vector  Profile  (TVP).  The  TVP  is  a  limited 
subset  of  SDTS  spedfications  for  the  transfer 
of  vector  data,  it  includes  two  changes  and 
several  clarifications  to  Part  1  of  SDTS. 

SDTS  supports  the  transfer  of  vector  data 
with  gecuae^  and  topofogy,  raster  data, 
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graphic  represeotation  modulas,  and 
geometry-only  vectm  data.  The  SOTS 
Topolof^l  Vector  Profile  supports  only 
geographic  vector  data  with  geometry  and 
top^ogy. 

An  SOTS  application  profile,  not  requiring 
the  full  functionality  of  SOTS,  defines 
requirements  for  a  specific  tjrpe  erf  data  and/ 
or  applicatkm.  A  SOTS  pro^  simplifies  the 
impl^MltatiOQ  of  SOTS  while  mavimtiing 
the  probability  of  successful  data 
interchanges  between  dissimilar  computo’ 
systems. 

4.  Approving  Authority.  Secretary  of 
Commerce. 

5.  Maintenance  Agency.  U.S.  Department 
of  Interior,  United  States  Geological  Survey 
(USGS),  Naticmal  Mapping  Division. 

6.  Related  Docuntents.  A  list  of  references 
is  contained  in  seetkm  1.3  and  Annex  F  of 
Part  1  of  the  specifications. 

7.  Obiectives.  The  objectives  of  the  SOTS 
are  to: 

— Provide  a  common  mechanism  for 
transferring  digital  spatial  information 
between  dissimilar  computer  systems, 
while  preserving  information  meaning,  and 
minimizing  the  need  for  information 
external  to  this  standard; 

— Provide  for  the  purpose  of  transfer,  a  set  of 
clearly  specified  spatial  objects  and 
relation^ips  to  represent  reel  vrurld 
spatial  entities,  and  to  specify  the  ancillary 
information  necessary  to  accomplish  the 
transfer, 

— Provide  a  transfer  model  that  will  fecilHate 
the  conversion  of  user-defined  to 
standardized  set  of  ot^ects,  relationships, 
and  information. 

9.  Applicability. 

a.  This  standard  is  intended  for  use  in  the 
acquisition  and  development  of  government 
applications  and  programs  involving  the 
transfer  of  digital  spatial  data  between 
dissimilar  computer  systanu. 

b.  The  use  of  the  FIPS  SOTS  applies  when 
the  transfer  of  digital  spatial  data  occurs  or 

is  likely  to  occur  within  and/or  outside  of  the 
Federal  government. 

c.  The  use  of  the  FIPS  SOTS  does  not  apply 
to  the  transfer  of  digital  geocoded  data  film 
which  are  not  intended  to  represent  spatial 
entities  as  digital  geographic  or  cartographic 
features. 

d.  FIPS  SDTS  is  not  intended  to  facilitate 
product  distribution  of  spatial  data  in  a  form 
designed  for  direct  access  by  application 
software  specific  to  a  particular  data 
structure,  class  of  computer  platform,  or 
distribution  media. 

e.  Nonstandard  faeturas  should  be  used 
only  when  the  needed  operation  or  function 
cannot  be  reaaonably  impfemented  with 
standard  features  alone.  Although 
nonstandard  features  oA  be  very  useful,  it 
should  bo  recognized  that  the  use  of  these  or 
any  other  nonstandard  elements  may  make 
the  interchange  of  digital  spatial  data  and 
future  conversious  more  difficult  and  costly. 

f.  Use  of  this  standard  or  a  FTPS  approved 
SDTS  application  profile,  such  as  t^  SDTS 
TVP,  is  required  hr  Federal  Government 
implementations  of  this  standard.  FIPS  STTS 
implementations  not  requiring  foil 
functionality  are  daeignated  as  application 
profilss.  Application  profilat,  requiring  all 


three  parts  of  the  FIPS  SDTS,  are  limited 
subeats  designed  far  use  with  a  specific  type 
of  data  and/or  application.  The  SDTS 
Topological  Vector  Profile  (TVP)  is  an 
application  profile. 

9.  Specificirfiems.  The  FIPS  SDTS,  in  four 
parts,  provides  specificatioos  far  the 
organization  and  structure  of  digital  spatial 
data  transfer,  definition  of  ^lati^  feahires 
and  attributes,  data  transfer  encoding,  and 
Topological  Vector  Profile. 

Specifications  of  this  FIPS  have  the 
following  characteristics: 

(a)  Ability  to  transfer  vector,  raster,  grid 
and  attribute  data  and  other  ancillary 
information: 

(b)  Common  set  of  terminology  and 
definitions  far  spatial  features: 

(c)  Internal  deMsiption  of  the  data  types, 
formats,  and  data  structures  such  that  tne 
information  items  can  be  readily  identified 
and  procaseed  in  the  reci|Meat  system;  and 

(d)  Media  independence  and  extendibility 
to  encompass  new  spatial  information  as 
needed. 

10.  Impiementetion.  The  implementation 
of  this  standard  involves  three  areas  of 
consideration:  Acquisition  of  FIPS  SDTS 
implementations,  validation,  and 
interpretations  of  the  standard. 

10.1  Acquisition  of  FIPS  SDTS 
Implementations.  This  revised  standard 
becomes  effective  six  (6)  month  after  the 
publicatkm  in  the  Federal  Regiatar 
announcing  approval  by  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce.  Federal  applications  requiring 
the  transfer  of  digital  spatial  data,  are 
encouraged  to  start  using  FIPS  SDTS. 

A  transition  period  provides  time  for 
industry  to  produce  implementations 
conforming  to  the  standard.  The  transition 
period  for  PIPS  173,  SDTS  began  on  February 
15, 1993  and  continues  for  twelve  (12) 
months  theerafter.  Because  FIPS  173-1 
specifies  the  limited  subaet  of  FIPS  173,  the 
transition  period  for  FIPS  173-1  will 
coincide  with  that  originally  established  far 
FIPS  173.  Use  of  FIPS  173-1  is  mandatory  for 
Federal  agencies  by  February  15, 1994. 

10.2  Validation.  Conformance  to  FIPS 
SDTS  is  applicable  whether  implementations 
are  developed  intennally,  acquired  as  part  of 
an  automated  data  prooaaaing  (ADP) 
procurement,  acquired  by  separata 
procurement,  us^  under  an  ADP  leasing 
arrangement,  or  specified  for  use  in  contracts 
for  programming  services. 

Conformance  criteria,  based  on  application 
profiles,  will  be  used  for  validating  the 
conformance  of  FIPS  SDTS  implementations. 
Validations  of  implementations  for 
conformance  to  PIPS  SDTS,  conformance 
criteria,  policy,  and  procedures  are  under  the 
authority  of  tite  FIPS  pragram. 

10.3  Interpretation  of  FIPS  SDTS. 
ReeolutioB  of  qiMStioas  regarding  tbie 
standard  will  be  provided  by  NIST. 

Questions  concerning  the  content  and 
specifications  should  be  addressed  to: 
Director,  Computer  Systems  Laboratory, 
ATTN:  nPS  SDTS  Interpretation,  National 
Institute  of  Standards  and  Technology, 
Caithenrfiuig,  MD  20899,  Tefefrfione:  (301) 
975-2490. 

11.  Waivers.  Under  certain  exceptional 
circumstancea,  the  heads  of  Federal 


departments  and  agenefea  may  approve 
waivers  to  Federal  Informatirm  Processing 
Standards  (FIPS).  The  head  of  such  ageodes 
may  redelegate  such  authority  only  to  a 
senior  official  designated  pursuant  to  section 
3506(b)  of  Title  44,  United  States  Code. 
Requests  for  waivers  shall  be  granted  only 
when: 

a.  Ckmirfiance  with  a  standard  would 
adversely  affect  the  accomplishment  of  the 
mission  of  an  operator  of  a  Federal  computer 
system,  or 

b.  Compliance  with  a  standard  would 
cause  a  maior  adverse  financial  impact  on  the 
operator  which  is  not  offset  by  government¬ 
wide  savings. 

Agency  ^ads  may  approve  requests  far 
waivers  only  by  a  wrrittan  decision  which 
explains  the  basis  upon  which  the  agency 
head  made  the  required  finding(i).  A  copy  of 
each  such  decision,  with  procurement 
sensitive  or  classified  portions  cleariy 
identified,  shall  be  sent  to:  Director, 
Computer  Systems  Laboratory,  ATTN:  PIPS 
Waiver  Deciidons,  Technology  Building, 
room  B-154,  National  Institute  of  Standards 
and  Technology,  Gaithersburg,  MD  20899. 

In  addition,  notice  of  each  waiver  granted 
and  each  delegation  of  authority  to  approve 
waivers  shall  be  sent  promptly  to  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  Committee  on 
Government  Affairs  of  the  Senate  and  shall 
be  published  promptly  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

When  the  determination  on  a  waver 
request  applies  to  the  procuremeat  of 
equipment  and/or  services,  a  mtice  of  the 
waiver  determination  must  be  published  in 
the  Commerce  Business  Daily  as  a  part  of  the 
notice  of  solicitation  for  offers  of  an 
acquisition  or,  if  the  waiver  determination  is 
made  after  that  notice  is  published,  by 
amendment  of  such  notice. 

A  copy  of  the  waiver  request,  any 
supporting  documents,  and  the  document 
approving  the  waiver  request  and  aty 
supporting  and  accompenying  documents, 
with  such  deletions  as  the  agency  is 
authorized  and  deckfes  to  make  under  5 
U.SjC.  552  (b).  shall  be  p^  of  the 
procurement  documentetioa  and  retained  by 
the  agency. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17751  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNO  CODE  Xie-OMI 


Government  Owned  Inventione 
Available  for  Licensing 

AGENCY:  National  Institute  of  Standards 
and  Technology,  Commerce. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Government  owvned 
inventions  avail^le  for  licensing. 

SUMMARY:  The  invention  listed  below  is 
owned  by  the  U.S.  Government,  as 
represented  by  the  Department  of 
Commerce,  and  is  available  for  licensing 
in  accordance  with  35  U.S.C  207  and  37 
CFR  part  404  to  achieve  expeditious 
commercialization  of  results  of  federally 
funded  research  and  development 
FOR  FURTHBt  MF0RMAT10N  CONTACT: 
Technical  and  licansing  information  on 
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these  inventions  may  be  obtained  by 
writing  to:  Mary  Betb  Pignone,  National 
Institute  of  Standards  and  Technology, 
Office  of  Technology 
Commercialization,  Division  222, 
Building  221,  room  B256,  Gaithersburg, 
MD  20899;  Fax  301-869-2751.  Any 
request  for  information  should  include 
the  NIST  Docket  No.  for  the  relevant 
invention  as  indicated  below. 
SUPPLEMENTAL  MFORMATKiN:  The 
invention  available  for  licensing  is: 

Title:  Method  of  Fabricating  Articles. 

Description:  A  method  for  cutting 
ceramic  articles  by  using  a  new  cutting 
fluid  of  boric  acid  in  distilled  water. 

The  use  of  boric  acid  can  reduce  cutting 
forces  by  20-50%,  depending  upon  the 
cutting  material.  This  new  cutting  fluid 
may  also  be  used  on  steel  and  steel 
alloys.  Overall,  the  use  of  this  cutting 
fluid  may  lead  to  a  major  reduction  in 
the  total  fabrication  costs  of  the  ceramic 
article. 

Dated;  July  20, 1993. 

Arati  Prabhakar, 

Director. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17750  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
aajJNQ  CODE  3610-13-M 


National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

P.D.  072093A] 

Groundfish  of  the  Guif  of  Alaska 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  NOAA,  Commerce. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  availability  of  an 
amendment  to  a  fishery  management 
plan;  request  for  comments. 

SUMMARY:  NMFS  issues  this  notice  that 
the  North  Pacific  Fishery  Management 
Council  (Council)  has  submitted 
Amendment  31  to  the  Fishery 
Management  Plan  for  Groundfish  of  the 
Gulf  of  Alaska  (FMP)  for  Secretarial 
review  and  is  requesting  comments  from 
thofublic.  Copies  of  the  amendment 
may  be  obtained  from  the  Council  (see 
ADDRESSES). 

DATES:  Comments  on  the  FMP 
amendment  should  be  submitted  on  or 
before  September  20, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  the  FMP 
amendment  should  be  submitted  to 
Ronald  J.  Berg,  Chief,  Fisheries 
Management  Division,  Alaska  Region, 
NMFS,  P.O.  Box  21668,  Juneau,  Alaska, 
99802  (Attn:  Lori  Gravel),  or  delivered 
to  the  Federal  Building  Annex,  Suite  6, 
9109  Mendenhall  Mall  Road,  Juneau, 
Alaska. 

Copies  of  Amendment  31  and  the 
environmental  assessment  (EA) 
prepared  for  the  amendment  are 


available  from  the  North  Pacific  Fishery 
Management  Council,  P.O.  Box  103136, 
Anchorage,  Alaska  99510  (telephone 
907-271-2809). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Jessica  A.  Gharrett,  NMFS,  Alaska 
Region,  907-586-7228. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Magnuson  Fishery  Conservation  and 
Management  Act  (Magnuson  Act) 
requires  that  each  Regional  Fishery 
Management  Council  submit  any  fishery 
management  plan  or  plan  amendment  it 
prepares  to  the  Secretary  of  Commerce 
(Sectary)  for  review  and  approval, 
disapproval,  or  partial  disapproval.  The 
Magnuson  Act  also  requires  that  the 
Set^tary,  upon  receiving  the  plan  or 
amendment,  immediately  publish  a 
notice  that  the  plan  or  amendment  is 
available  for  public  review  and 
comment.  The  Secretary  will  consider 
the  public  comments  received  during 
the  comment  period  in  determining 
whether  to  approve  the  plan  or 
amendment. 

The  FMP  currently  manages  Atka 
mackerel,  Pleurogrammus 
monopterygius,  as  a  component  of  the 
"other  species’*  category  of  groundfish. 
Amendment  31  to  the  FMP  would 
remove  Atka  mackerel  from  that 
category  and  establish  the  species  as  a 
separate  target  groundfish  category  in 
the  Gulf  of  Alaska  (GOA).  Establishment 
of  a  new  target  category  for  Atka 
mackerel  in  the  GOA  would:  (1)  Allow 
biologically-based  management  of  Atka 
mackerel  stocks;  (2)  prevent  preemption 
of  remaining  "other  species"  by  fishing 
activities  for  Atka  mackerel;  (3) 
potentially  increase  harvest  amounts  of 
Atka  mackerel  in  the  Western 
Regulatory  Area;  and,  (4)  potentially 
increase  the  total  allowable  catch  (TAG) 
for  the  "other  species"  category, 
currently  specified  as  5  percent  of  the 
cumulative  target  species  TACs. 

In  the  GOA,  the  "other  species” 
category  is  currently  comprised  of  Atka 
mackerel,  sculpins,  skates,  squid, 
smelts,  sharks,  eulachon,  capelin,  and 
octopus.  Target  operations  have 
developed  the  Atka  mackerel  in  recent 
years.  'The  remaining  species 
components  of  the  "other  species” 
category  typically  are  encountered  as 
bycatch  in  groundfish  target  fisheries, 
and  are  frequently  discarded.  The  TAG 
for  “other  species”  has,  until  1993,  been 
a  Gulf-wide  TAG  equal  to  5  percent  of 
the  sum  of  TAGs  specified  for  all  target 
species. 

Atka  mackerel  occurs  almost 
exclusively  in  the  Western  Regulatory 
Area.  Since  1990,  a  target  fishery  for 
Atka  mackerel  had  developed  in  this 
area.  Target  operations  for  Atka 


mackerel  in  1992  resulted  in  the  "other 
species”  TAG  being  harvested  early  in 
the  year.  As  a  result,  retention  of  "other 
species”  was  prohibited  by  May  1992 
(57  FR  21215,  May  19, 1992).  To  prevent 
a  similar  situation  in  1993,  ffie  "other 
species”  TAG  was  apportioned  by 
management  area.  However,  a  target 
fishery  for  Atka  mackerel  in  the  Western 
Regulatory  Area  again  caused  a  closure 
of  directed  fishing  for  "other  species”  in 
that  area  in  April  1993  (58  FR  17806, 
April  6, 1993). 

During  1992,  the  Gouncil 
recommended  initiation  of  an  FMP 
amendment  to  establish  Atka  mackerel 
as  a  separate  target  species  category  in 
the  GOA.  A  draft  analysis  was  prepared 
under  guidance  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  for 
1969  and  NOAA  policy.  Two 
alternatives  were  considered  in  the  EA: 
the  status  quo.  under  which  Atka 
mackerel  would  remain  in  the  "other 
species”  category,  and  Alternative  2, 
which  establishes  a  separate  target 
species  category  for  Atka  mackerel.  At 
its  June  1993  meeting,  the  Gouncil 
considered  information  presented  in  the 
EA  and  recommendations  of  its  advisory 
committees  on  the  amendment 
proposal.  The  Gouncil  then  approved 
Amendment  31  that  would  establish 
Atka  mackerel  as  a  separate  target 
species  category  in  the  GOA.  This 
amendment  is  intended  to  be  effective 
for  the  1994  fishing  year,  if  approved  by 
the  Secretary  after  review  and 
consideration  of  public  comments. 

Under  Amendment  31,  management 
of  GOA  Atka  mackerel  would  be 
biologically-based  and  more  responsive 
to  conservation  needs  of  Atka  mackerel 
stocks,  predators,  and  other  aspects  of 
the  environment.  Atka  mackerel  catches 
would  not  preempt  fishing  for.  or 
retention  of,  the  “other  species” 
category.  Furthermore,  the  amount  of 
Atka  mackerel  available  for  harvest 
potentially  could  increase  from  the  1993 
level  (3,053  metric  tons),  based  on  the 
1993  “other  species”  TAG  specified  for 
the  Western  Regulatory  Area  of  the 
GOA.  and  the  amount  of  "other  species” 
would  increase  because  the  TAG  for 
"other  species”  is  calculated  as  5 
percent  of  the  sum  of  TAGs  specified  for 
tareet  species. 

This  change  is  necessary  to  improve 
conservation  and  management  of  Atka 
mackerel  and  of  remaining  "other 
species”  groundfish  resources.  The 
change  is  intended  to  further  the  goals 
and  ^jectives  of  the  FMP.  No 
regulatory  changes  are  necessary  to 
implement  this  FMP  amendment 
bemuse  target  groundfish  and  "other 
species”  are  specified  annually  under 
existing  regulations  at  §  672.20(a)(2). 
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List  of  Subjects  in  50  CFR  Part  672 

Fisheries,  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements. 

Authority:  16  U.S.C  1801  et  seq. 

Dated:  July  20, 1993. 

Darid  S.  Crsotin. 

Acting  Director.  Office  of  Fisheries 
Conservation  and  Management,  National 
Marine  Fisheries  Savice, 

[FR  Doc.  93-17606  Filed  7-20-93;  5:05  pml 
BiujNa  cooe  ssts-^a-n 


Marine  Mammals 

AGENCY:  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service  (NMFS),  NOAA,  Commerce. 
ACTION:  Amendment  of  scientific 
research  permit  No.  797  (P77#57). 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Marine 
Mammal  Protection  Act  of  1972,  as 
amended  (16  U.S.C  1361  et  seq.),  the 
Regulations  Governing  the  Taking  and 
Importing  of  Marine  Mammals  (50  CFR 
part  216),  the  Endangered  Species  Act  of 
1973,  as  amended  (16  U.S.C  1531  et 
seq.),  and  the  regulations  governing  the 
taking  importing,  and  exporting  of 
endangered  fish  and  wildlife  (50  CFR 
part  222),  and  the  conditions  hereinafter 
set  out.  Scientific  Research  Permit  No. 
797,  issued  to  the  National  Marine 
Mammal  Labmatcny,  Alaska  Fisheries 
Science  Center,  NMFS,  NOAA,  7600 
Sand  Point  Way,  NE.,  BIN  C15700, 
Seattle,  Washington  98115,  is  amended 
to  authorize,  for  the  purpose  of 
scientific  research,  the  import  of  marine 
mammal  specimen  materials  collected 
in  a  legal  manner  on  land  m  in  the 
waters  of  the  country  of  origin,  and  to 
export  marine  mammal  specimen 
material  for  purposes  of  analysis  by 
individuals  or  laboratories  in  fcneign 
countries.  The  specimens  may  be  re¬ 
imported  for  further  analyses  or  archival 
by  the  National  Marine  Mammal 
Laboratory. 

ADDRESSES:  Documents  pertaining  to 
this  permit  and  amendment  are 
available  for  review,  by  appointment,  in 
the  following  offices: 

Permits  Division,  Office  of  Protected 
Resources,  NMFS,  NOAA,  1335  East- 
West  Highway,  suite  7324,  Silver 
Spring,  MD  20910,  (301/713-2289); 

Director,  Alaska  Region,  NMFS, 
NOAA,  9109  Mendenhall  Mall  Road, 
suite  6,  Juneau.  AK  99802,  (907/586- 
7221); 

Director.  Northwest  Region,  NMFS, 
NOAA,  7600  Sand  Point  Way,  NE..  BIN 
C15700,  Seattle,  WA  98115,  (206/526- 
6150): 

Director,  Southwest  Region,  NMFS, 
NOAA.  501  West  Ocean  Boulevard, 


suite  4200,  Long  Beadr,  CA  90802- 
4213,  (310/^0-4015); 

Director,  Southeast  Regirm,  NMFS. 
NOAA,  9450  Koger  Boulevard,  St. 
Peteisburg,  FL  33702,  (813/893-3141); 
and 

Director,  Northeast  Region.  NMFS. 
NOAA,  One  Blackbiim  Ehrive, 
Gloucester.  MA  01930,  (508/281-9200). 

Dated;  July  20, 1993. 

Herbert  W.  Kaufinan, 

Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Protected 
Resources,  National  Marine  Fisheries  Service. 
[FR  Doc.  93-17655  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
WUINQ  COOC  3B10-22-II 


National  Technical  Information  Service 

Government-Owned  Invention; 
Availability  for  Licensing 

The  invention  described  in  U.S. 

Patent  4,277,344  and  entitled 
“Interfadally  Synthesized  Reverse 
Osmosis  Membrane”  is  int«Kled  to  be 
available  for  licensing  in  the  U.S.  and, 
possibly,  in  certain  foreign  coimtries  to 
achieve  broad  commercialization  and 
use  of  results  of  federally  funded 
research  and  development.  Prospective 
licenses  will  be  royalty  bearing  and  will 
comply  with  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  35  U.S.C.  207-209. 

The  inventimi  relates  to  a  method  of 
making  and  using  a  sheet-like  cmnposite 
reverse  osmosis  membrane  for  removing 
solute  from  solute-containing  water  in  a 
single  pass.  The  sheet-like  composite 
material  comprises  a  mocroporous 
suppcHTt  layer  and,  suppcnTed  thereon,  a 
crosslinked,  water  permeable, 
interfadally  polymerized,  ultrathin 
polyamide  d^alinizing  layer. 

A  copy  of  Patent  4,277,344  and 
licensing  information  may  be  obtained 
by  writing  to:  Douglas  J.  Campion, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Federal  Patent 
Licensing.  National  Technical 
Information  Service  (NTIS),  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  PjO.  Box 
1423,  Springfield,  Virginia  22151,  or  by 
telephoning  (703)  487-4732. 

Nothing  contained  in  this  notice  shall 
be  construed  as  authority  to  practice  the 
invention  covered  by  the  patent,  as  a 
waiver  of  the  government’s  rights  in  or 
to  enforce  the  patent,  as  a  waiver  of 
royalties  due  for  past  use  of  the  patent, 
or  as  dedication  of  the  patent  for  public 
use.  To  date,  no  Licenses  have  been 
granted  by  the  government  imder  the 
patent  and  any  unauthorized  use  of  the 
patent  will  be  pursued. 

Applications  for  patent  licenses  to 
practice  the  invention  embodied  in 
Patent  4,277344  shoiild  be  sent  to 
Douglas  J.  Campion  at  the  address  above 
and  should  be  received  vrithin  30  days 


of  publication  of  this  notice  to  ensure 
consideration  for  a  license. 

Douglas  J.  Campion, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Federal  Patent 
Licensing. 

IFR  Doa  93-17656  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BiLUNO  COOE  3610-04-M 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE 
IMPLEMENTATION  OF  TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Adjustment  of  Import  Limits  for  Certain 
Cotton  and  Man-Made  Rber  Textile 
Products  Produced  or  Manufactured  in 
China 

July  19, 1993. 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
(OTA). 

ACTION:  Issuing  a  directive  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  adjusting 
limits. 


EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  20. 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Janet  Heinzen,  International  Trade 
Specialist.  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 
(202)  482-4212.  For  informatkm  on  the 
quota  status  of  these  limits,  refer  to  the 
Quota  Status  Reports  posted  on  the 
bulletin  boards  of  each  Customs  port  or 
call  (202)  927-6703.  For  information  on 
embargoes  and  quota  re-openings,  call 
(202)  482-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Authority:  Executive  Order  11651  of  March 
3, 1972,  as  amended;  section  204  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1956,  as  amended  (7 
U3.C  1854). 

The  ourrat  limits  for  Categtxries  218, 
340,  352  and  615  are  being  increased  by 
application  of  swing,  reducing  the  limit 
for  Category  607  to  account  for  the 
increases. 

A  description  of  the  textile  and 
apparel  categories  in  terms  of  HTS 
numbers  is  available  in  the 
CORRELATION:  Textile  and  Aj^parel 
Categories  with  the  Harmonized  Tariff 
Schedule  of  the  United  States  (see 
Federal  Register  notice  57  FR  54976, 
published  on  November  23, 1992).  Also 
see  57  FR  62304,  published  on 
December  30, 1992. 

The  letter  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs  and  the  actions  taken  pursuant 
to  it  are  not  designed  to  implement  all 
of  the  provisions  of  the  bilateral 
agreement,  but  are  designed  to  assist 
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only  in  the  implementation  of  certain  of 
its  provisions. 

Rita  D.  Hayes, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

Committee  for  the  Implementatioii  of  Textile 

Agreements 

July  19, 1993. 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury,  Washington,  DC 
20229. 

Dear  Commissioner.  This  directive 
amends,  but  does  not  cancel,  the  directive 
issued  to  you  on  December  23, 1992,  by  the 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements.  That  directive 
concerns  imports  of  certain  cotton,  wool, 
man-made  fiber,  silk  blend  and  other 
vegetable  fiber  textiles  and  textile  products, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  China  and 
exported  during  the  twelve-month  period 
which  began  on  January  1, 1993  and  extends 
through  December  31, 1993. 

Effective  on  July  20, 1993,  you  are  directed 
to  amend  further  the  directive  dated 
December  23, 1992  to  adjust  the  limits  for  the 
following  categories,  as  provided  under  the 
terms  of  the  current  bilateral  agreement 
between  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  the  People’s  Republic  of  China: 


Category 

Adjusted  twelve-month 
limit' 

Levels  not  In  a 
group 

91ft  . 

10,873,718  square  me¬ 
ters. 

821,088  dozen  of 
which  not  more  than 
402,228  dozen  shall 
be  in  Category  340- 
Z2. 

1,821,256  dozen. 

1,611,116  kilograms. 

23,024,710  square  me¬ 
ters. 

340  . 

as2 . 

607  . 

615  . 

'The  limits  have  not  been  adjusted  to 
account  for  any  imports  exported  after 
December  31. 19%. 

a  Category  340-Z;  only  HTS  numbers 
6205.20.^15,  6205.20.2020,  6205.20.2050 
and  6205.202060. 

The  Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  has  determined  that 
these  actions  fall  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  to  the  rulemaking  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C  553(a)(1). 

Sincerely, 

Rita  D.  Hayes, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17758  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BNJJNQ  COOC  S610-OR-F 


Adjustment  of  Import  Limits  for  Certain 
Cotton,  Wool  and  Man-Made  Fiber 
Textiles  and  Textile  Products  and  Silk 
Blend  and  Other  Vegetable  Fiber 
Apparel  Produced  or  Manufactured  in 
the  Philippines 

July  20, 1993. 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
(OTA). 

ACTION:  Issuing  a  directive  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  adjusting 
limits. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  27, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Ross 
Arnold,  International  Trade  Specialist, 
Office  of  Textiles  and  Apparel,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  (202)  482- 
4212.  For  information  on  the  quota 
status  of  these  limits,  refer  to  the  Quota 
Status  Reports  posted  on  the  bulletin 
boards  of  each  Customs  port  or  call 
(202)  927-6713.  For  information  on 
embargoes  and  quota  re-openings,  call 
(202)  482-3715. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Authority:  Executive  Order  11651  of  March 
3, 1972,  as  amended;  section  204  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1956,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C  1854). 

The  current  limits  for  certain 
categories  are  being  adjusted,  variously, 
for  swing,  carryover  and  special  shift. 

A  description  of  the  textile  and 
apparel  categories  in  terms  of  HTS 
numbers  is  available  in  the 
CORRELATION:  Textile  and  Apparel 
(Categories  with  the  Harmonized  Tariff 
Schedule  of  the  United  States  (see 
Federal  Register  notice  57  FR  54976, 
published  on  November  23, 1992).  Also 
see  57  FR  53473,  published  on 
November  10, 1992. 

The  letter  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs  and  the  actions  taken  pursuant 
to  it  are  not  designed  to  implement  all 
of  the  provisions  of  the  bilateral 
agreement,  but  are  designed  to  assist 
only  in  the  implementation  of  certain  of 
its  provisions. 

Rita  D.  Hayes, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 

Agreements 

July  20. 1993. 

Commissioner  of  (Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury,  Washington.  DC 
20229. 

Dear  Commissioner.  This  directive 
amends,  but  does  not  cancel,  the  directive 
issued  to  you  on  November  4, 1992,  by  the 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements.  That  directive 
concerns  imports  of  certain  cotton,  wool  and 
man-made  fiber  textiles  and  textile  products 


and  silk  blend  and  other  vegetable  fiber 
apparel,  produced  or  manufectured  in  the 
Philippines  and  exported  during  the  twelve- 
mondi  period  which  began  on  January  1, 

1993  and  extends  through  December  31, 

1993. 

Efiective  on  July  27, 1993,  you  are  directed 
to  amend  the  directive  dated  November  4, 
1992  to  adjust  the  limits  for  the  following 
categories,  as  provided  under  the  terms  of  the 
current  bilateral  agreement  between  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and  the 


Philippines: 

I 

Category 

Adjusted  twelve-month 
limit' 

Levels  in  Group  1 

237  . 

1,075,027  dozen. 

239  . 

9,667,101  kilograms. 

331/631  . 

3,900,550  dozen  pairs. 

333/334  . 

233,198  dozen  of 

335  . 

which  not  more  than 
28,371  dozen  shall 
be  in  Category  333. 
151,788  dozen. 

336  . 

583,973  dozen. 

338/339  . 

1,669,598  dozen. 

340/640  . 

847,520  dozen  of 

341/641  . 

which  not  more  than 
466,135  dozen  shali 
be  in  Categories 
340-Y/640-Y2. 
785,978  dozen. 

342/642  . 

417,482  dozen. 

345  . 

142,278  dozen. 

347/348  . 

1,588,742  dozen. 

350  . 

114,214  dozen. 

351/651  . 

455,345  dozen. 

352/652  . 

1,725,026  dozen. 

359-C/659-C3  . 

666,000  kilograms. 

361  . 

1,496,635  numbers. 

369-S* . 

339,249  kilograms. 

431  . 

178,511  dozen  pairs. 

433  . 

3,388  dozen. 

443  . 

41,169  numbers. 

445/446  . 

29,030  dozen. 

447  . 

8,581  dozen. 

611  . 

4,491,522  square  me- 

633  . 

ters. 

30,785  dozen. 

634  . . . 

333,760  dozen. 

635  . 

318,009  dozen. 

636  . 

1,392,702  dozen. 

638/639  . 

1,715,132  dozen. 

643  . 

735,327  numbers. 

645/646  . 

628,107  dozen. 

647/648  . 

844,911  dozen. 

649  . 

6,110,382  dozen. 

650  . 

78,774  dozen. 

659-H6 . 

j  1,176,701  kilograms. 
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Category 


Group  II 

200-229,  300-326, 
330,  332,  349, 

353,  354,  359-Oa. 
360,  362,  363, 
369-07,  400-414, 
432,  434-442, 

444,  448,  459, 
464-469,600- 
607,  613-629, 

630,  632,  644, 

653,  654,  659-Oa, 
665,  666,  669-Oa 
670-010,  831- 
846  arxl  850-859, 
as  a  group. 


Adusted  twelve-month 
Htt^i 


96,547,210  square  me¬ 
ters  equivalent 


iThe  limits  have  not  been  adjusted  to 
account  for  arw  imports  exported  after 
December  31, 19^. 

a  Category  340-Y:  only  HTS  numbers 
6205.20.^15,  6205.20.20^,  6205.20.2046, 
6205.20.2050  and  6205.20.2060;  Category 
640-Y:  only  HTS  numbers  6205.30.2010, 
6205.30.2020,  6205.30.2050  and 

6205.30.2060. 

aCategory  359-C;  orriy  HTS  numbers 

6103.42.2025,  6103.49.3034,  6104.62.1020, 
6104.69.3010,  6114.20.0048,  6114.20.0052, 

6203.42.2010,  6203.42.2090,  6204.62.2010, 

6211.32.0010,  6211.32.0025  and 

6211.42.0010:  Category  659-C:  only  HTS 
numbers  6103.23.0055,  6103.43.2020, 

6103.43.2025,  6103.49.2000,  6103.49.3038, 
6104.63.1020,  6104.63.1030,  6104.69.1000, 
6104.69.3014,  6114.30.3044,  6114.30.3054, 

6203.43.2010,  6203.43.2090,  6203.49.1010, 
6203.49.1090,  6204.63.1510,  6204.69.1010, 
6210.10.4015,  6211.33.0010,  6211.33.0017 
and  6211.43.0010. 

a  Category  369-S:  only  HTS  number 
6307.105o05. 

aCategory  659-H:  only  HTS  numbers 
6502.00.90%,  6504.00.9015,  6504.00.9060, 
6505.90.5090,  6505.90.6090,  6505.90.7090 
and  6505.90.6090. 

aCategory  359-0:  all  HTS  numbers  except 
6103.42.%25.  6103.49.3034,  6104.62.1020, 
6104.69.3010,  6114.20.0048,  6114.20.0052, 

6203.42.2010,  6203.42.2090,  6204.62.2010, 

6211.32.0010,  6211.32.0025  and 

6211.42.0010  (Category  359-C) 

7  Category  369-0:  an  HTS  numbers  except 
6307.10.^5  (Cate^  369-S). 

aCategory  659-0:  all  HTS  numbers  except 
6103.23.00%,  6103.43%20,  6103.43.2025, 
6103.49.2000,  6103.49.3038,  6104.63.1020, 
6104.63.1030,  bl04.69.1000,  6104.69.3014, 
6114.30.3044,  6114.30.3054,  6203.43.2010, 
6203.43.2090,  6203.49.1010,  6203.49.1090, 
6204.63.1510,  6204.69.1010,  6210.10.4015, 
6211.33.0010,  6211.33.0017,  6211.43.0010 
(Category  659-C);  6502.00.9030, 

%04.00.9015,  6504.00.9060,  6505.90.5090, 
6505.90.6090,  6505.90.7090  and 

6505.90.8090  (Category  659-H). 

•Category  669-0:  all  HTS  numbers  except 
6305.31.0010,  6305.31.0020  and 

6305.39.0000  (Catej^  669-P). 

ra  Category  670-0:  all  HTS  numbers  except 
4202.12.8030,  4202.12.8070,  4202.92.3020, 
4202.92.3030  and  4202.92.9025  (Category 
870-L). 

The  Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  has  determined  that 
these  actions  fall  vrithin  the  foreign  afiairs 
exception  to  the  rulemaking  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C  553(a)(1). 


Sincerely, 

Rita  D.  Hayes, 

Chairman.  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Affvements. 

[FR  Doc  93-17759  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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Extension  of  an  Import  Umtt  for 
Certain  Cotton  Textile  Products 
Produced  or  Manufactured  in  Qatar 

July  21. 1993. 

AGENCY:  (Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
(OTA). 

ACTION:  Issuing  a  directive  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  extending  a 
limit. 


EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  28. 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Jennifer  Tallarico.  International  Trade 
Specialist.  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel.  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce. 
(202)  482-4212.  For  information  on  the 
quota  status  of  this  limit,  refer  to  the 
(^ota  Status  Reports  posted  on  the 
bulletin  boards  of  each  Customs  port  or 
call  (202)  927-5850.  For  information  on 
emb€ugoes  and  quota  re-openings,  call 
(202)  482-3715.  For  information  on 
categories  on  which  consultations  have 
been  requested,  call  (202)  482-3740. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Authority:  Executive  Order  11651  of  March 
3. 1972,  as  amended;  section  204  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1956,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C  1854). 

The  United  States  Government  has 
decided  to  continue  the  restraint  limit 
on  (Dategories  347/348  for  an  additional 
twelve-month  period,  begiiming  on  July 
28, 1993  and  extending  through  July  27, 
1994. 

The  United  States  remains  committed 
to  finding  a  solution  concerning  these 
categories.  Should  such  a  solution  be 
reached  in  consultations  with  the 
Government  of  Qatar,  further  notice  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

A  description  of'the  textile  and 
apparel  categories  in  terms  of  HTS 
numbers  is  available  in  the 
CX3RRELATION:  Textile  and  Apparel 
Categories  with  the  Harmonized  Tarifi 
Schedule  of  the  United  States  (see 
Federal  Register  notice  57  FR  54976, 
published  on  November  23, 1992).  Also 


see  57  FR  54222,  published  on 
November  17, 1992. 

Rita  D.  Hayes, 

Chairman.  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

Committee  tor  the  Implementation  of  Textile 

Agreemente 

July  21, 1993. 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Department  of  the  Treasury.  Washington.  DC 
20229. 

Dear  Commissioner.  Under  the  terms  of 
section  204  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1956, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C  1854);  and  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  11651  of  March  3, 1972,  as  amended, 
you  are  directed  to  prohibit,  effective  on  July 
28, 1993,  entry  into  the  United  States  for 
consumption  and  withdrawal  from 
warehouse  for  consxunption  of  cotton  textile 
products  in  Categories  347/348,  produced  or 
manufactured  in  Qatar  and  exported  during 
the  twelve-month  period  beginning  on  July 
28, 1993  and  extending  through  July  27. 

1994,  in  excess  of  345,815  dozen. 

Imports  charged  to  this  category  limit  for 
the  period  July  28, 1992  through  July  27, 

1993  shall  be  charged  against  diat  level  of 
restraint  to  the  extent  of  any  unfilled  balance. 
Goods  in  excess  of  that  limit  shall  be  subject 
to  the  limit  established  in  this  directive. 

In  carrying  out  the  above  directions,  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  should  construe 
entry  into  the  United  States  for  consumption 
to  include  entry  for  consiunption  into  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

The  Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  has  determined  that  this 
action  falls  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  of  the  rulemaking  provisions  of  5 
U.S.a  553(a)(1). 

Sincerely, 

Rita  D.  Hayes, 

Chairman.  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17747  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
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COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
PEOPLE  WHO  ARE  BUND  OR 
SEVERELY  DISABLED 

Proposed  Additions  to  the 
Procurement  Ust  Correction 

In  the  document  appearing  on  page 
38364  in  the  second  column  of  FR  Doc. 
93-16947  in  the  issue  of  July  16, 1993 
the  service  listed  as  Janitorial/Custodial, 
U.S.  Soldier’s  and  Airmen’s  Home.  3700 
North  Capitol  Street,  NW.,  Washington 
DC  should  read  Janitorial/  Custodial  and 
Warewashing,  U.S.  Soldier’s  and 
Airmen’s  Home,  3700  North  Capitol 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
Beverly  L.  Milkman, 

Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17599  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BKUNO  CODE  M20-3S-a 
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COMMODITY  RTTURES  TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Chicago  Mercantile  Exchange 
Proposed  Major  Market  Index  Futures 
and  Futures  Option  Contracts 

AGENCY:  Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  availability  of  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  proposed 
commodity  futures  and  option 
contracts. 

SUMMARY:  The  Chicago  Mercantile 
Exchange  (CME  or  Ei^ange)  has 
applied  for  designatkm  as  a  contract 
market  in  Major  Market  Index  futures 
and  futures  option  contracts.  The 
Director  of  the  Division  of  Economic 
Analysis  (Division)  of  the  Commission, 
acting  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  by  Commission  Regulation 
140.96,  has  determined  that  publication 
of  the  proposals  for  comment  is  in  the 
public  interest,  svill  assist  the 
Commission  in  considering  the  views  of 
interested  persons,  and  is  consistent 
with  the  purposes  of  the  Commodity 
Exchange  Act. 

OATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  10, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  should 
submit  their  views  and  comments  to 
Jean  A.  Webb,  Secretary,  Commodity 
Futures  Trading  Commission,  2033  K 
Street  NW..  Washington,  DC  20581. 
Reference  should  be  made  to  the  CME 
Major  Market  Index  futures  and  futures 
option  contracts. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Please  contact  Stephen  Sherrod  of  the 
Division  of  Economic  Analysis. 
Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission,  2033  K  Street  NW.. 
Washington.  DC  20581,  telephone  202- 
254-7303. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Copies  of 
the  terms  and  conditions  will  be 
available  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of 
the  Secretariat,  Commodity  Futures 
Trading  Commission.  2033  K  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20581.  Copies  of 
the  terms  and  conditions  can  be 
obtained  through  the  Office  of  the 
Secretariat  by  mail  at  the  above  address 
or  by  phone  at  (202)  254-6314. 

Other  materials  submitted  by  the 
Exchange  in  support  of  the  applications 
for  contract  market  designation  may  be 
available  upon  request  pursuant  to  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  (5  U.S.C 
552)  and  the  Commission’s  regulations 
thereunder  (17  CFR  part  145  (1987)), 
except  to  the  extent  they  are  entitled  to 
conndential  treatment  as  set  forth  in  17 
CFR  145.5  and  145.9.  Requests  for 
copies  of  such  materials  should  be  made 


to  the  FOI,  Privacy  and  Simshine  Act 
Compliance  Sta^  of  the  Office  of  the 
Secretariat  at  the  Commission’s 
headquarters  in  accordance  with  17  CFR 
145.7  and  145.8. 

Any  person  interested  in  submitting 
written  data,  views,  or  arguments  on  the 
proposed  terms  and  conditions,  or  with 
respect  to  other  materials  submitted  by 
the  Exchange,  should  send  such 
comments  to  Jean  A.  Webb.  Secretary. 
Commodity  Futures  Trading 
Commission,  2033  K  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20581  by  the  specified 
date. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  July  21. 

1993. 

Gerald  D.  Gay. 

Director. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Environmental  Assessment;  RAPTOR/ 
TALON  Program 

AGENCY:  Ballistic  Missile  Defense 
Organization  (BMDO),  DOD. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Defense 
has  prepared  a  Finding  of  No  Significant 
Impact  based  on  assessment  of  the 
potential  environmental  consequences 
of  conducing  the  BMDO  RAPTOR/ 
TALON  Program.  The  proposed  action 
of  the  BMDO  RAPTOR/TALON  Program 
is  to  design,  develop,  and  demonstrate 
technologies  related  to  the  Responsive 
Aircraft  Program  for  Theater  Operations 
(RAPTOR),  an  unmanned  aerial  vehicle 
capable  of  sustained,  high  altitude,  long¬ 
term  flight,  and  the  Theater 
Applications — Launch  on  Notice 
(TALON),  a  miniaturized  kinetic  kill 
interceptor  to  be  deployed  on  the 
RAPTOR. 

BACKGOUND:  Pursuant  to  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Regulations  (40 
CFR  parts  1500-1508)  for  implementing 
the  procedural  provisions  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.)  and  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Defense  (DOD)  Directive 
6050.1  (Environmental  Effects  in  the 
United  States  of  DOD  Actions),  the 
Ballistic  Missile  Organization  (BMDO) 
has  conducted  an  assessment  of  the 
potential  environmental  consequences 
of  the  design,  development,  and 
subsequent  demonstration  of  the 
RAPTOR/TALON  and  related  activities. 
The  BMDO  is  proposing  efiorts  under  a 
technology  program  to  design,  develop, 
and  demonstrate  the  platforms  and 


interceptors  capable  of  meeting  a  hostile 
theater  ballistic  missile  threat. 

Activities  within  the  BMDO 
RAPTOR/TALON  Program  would  occur 
successively.  Each  generation  of  launch 
platforms  and  interceptor  would  reflect 
technological  advances  as  they  are 
achieved  during  the  program’s  progress. 
Major  program  activities  would  occur  at 
several  California  locations:  Lawrence 
Livermore  National  Laboratory  (LLNL), 
Simi  Valley,  Mojave,  the  former  George 
Air  Force  Base  (AFB),  Edwards  AFB, 
and  Norton  AFB  (slated  for  closure 
March  31, 1994).  Activities  would  also 
occur  at  the  Nevada  Test  Site  and  White 
Sands  Missile  Range.  New  Mexico. 

There  would  also  1^  test  flights  of  the 
RAPTOR  platform  in  global  commons 
areas. 

The  prime  RAPTOR  Solar  Electric 
Test  Platform  (SETP)  candidate  would 
be  a  refurbish^  modular  span-loaded 
wing  first  developed  by  the  Government 
for  other  purposes  in  the  early  1980s.  It 
would  be  refurbished  for  testing  by 
AeroVironment,  Inc.,  Simi  Valley, 
California.  Materials  used  in  the 
unmanned  “wing”  and  future  versions 
are  lightweights  such  as  balsa  and 
composite  materials.  A  second 
candidate  RAPTOR  platform  would  be  a 
fixed-wing  unmann^  aerial  vehicle. 
Scaled  Composites,  Inc.  of  Mojave, 
California,  would  manufacture  the 
airframe.  This  platform  would  be 
powered  by  a  turbocharged  gasoline 
engine.  It  would  be  constructed 
primarily  of  composite  materials.  A 
significant  portion  of  the  RAPTOR/ 
TALON  program  would  be  a  technology 
research  effort  to  design,  develop,  and 
demonstrate  an  efficient  solar-powered 
energy  supply.  To  do  so  would  require 
major  advances  in  fuel  cell  technology. 

The  TALON  would  be  a  high 
endoatmospheric  or  exoatmospheric 
kinetic  kill  interceptor  design^  to 
operate  from  the  RAPTOR  platform.  The 
TALON  would  attain  a  typical  speed  of 
nearly  1.5  miles  p>er  second  and  have  a 
range  of  approximately  60  miles.  The 
TALON  «vould  make  use  of  a  miniature 
pumped-propulsicm  system  developed 
at  LLNL,  Livermore,  California.  The 
system  would  use  hydrazine  or 
hydrazine  and  nitrogen  tetroxide  for 
propellants. 

C^und  testing  of  RAPTCW  would  be 
at  contractor  facilities  at  Simi  Valley  or 
Mojave  Airport,  California.  Initial  aerial 
testing  of  the  SETP  would  likely  occur 
at  the  former  George  AFB,  California,  or 
at  Norton  AFB,  another  location  near 
the  Simi  Valley  facility.  The  fixed-wing 
aircraft  would  likely  be  tested  at 
Edwards  AFB,  California.  White  Sands 
Missile  Range  would  also  be  considered 
for  RAPTOR  flight  testing.  The  RAPTOR 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  141  /  Monday.  July  26,  1993  /  Notices 


39799 


proof  of  concept  would  likely  require 
sustained  flight  over  many  thousands  of 
times.  This  would  require  the  capability 
to  maintain  flight  24  hours  per  day. 

The  TALON  interceptor  would 
require  design,  component,  and 
subsystem  testing.  The  TALON  would 
be  designed  to  operate  from  the 
RAPTOR  platform.  Design  testing  would 
occur  at  LLNL.  The  Talon  propulsion 
components  would  be  tested  at  LLNL. 
Tether  testing  of  the  divert  thrusters 
would  be  accomplished  at  the 
Department  of  Energy’s  Nevada  Test 
Site.  Flight  testing  of  TALON  would 
occur  at  White  Swds  Missile  Range. 
Initial  tests  would  likely  involve  launch 
firom  a  conventional  hi^-performance 
aircraft,  launches  to  a  *‘point-in-space.” 
and  eventually  launches  against  an  air- 
breathing  target.  Integrated  testing  of 
RAPTOR  and  TALON  would  occur  at 
White  Sands  Missile  Range. 

Transportation  of  either  RAPTOR  or 
TALON  components  would  require 
standard  commercial  tractor-trailer 
assemblies.  Fuel  not  transported  for  the 
systems  would  be  obtained  locally  for 
testing. 

A  no-action  alternative  was 
considered.  The  alternative  of  not 
conducting  RAPTOR/TALON 
technological  research  and  development 
was  rejected  since  ramifications  of  the 
no-action  alternative  would  be  that 
during  military  operations,  potentially 
optimal  area  defense  might  not  be 
amoved.  Breakthroughs  in  continuing 
research  in  sensor  and  area  interceptor 
technologies  might  be  delayed  to  the 
detriment  of  the  overall  Ballistic  Missile 
Initiative. 

FINDINGS:  The  potential  for  significant 
impacts  was  determined  through  an 
analysis  of  the  activities  that  would  be 
conducted  at  the  proposed  locations. 
The  potential  impacts  of  the  proposed 
action  were  assessed  against  the 
following  environmental  considerations: 
biological  resources;  cultural  resources; 
air  quality;  noise;  meteorology;  airspace 
use;  and  safety.  The  methodical 
approach  consisted  of  identifying 
potential  environmental  issues  and 
determining  their  significance. 

The  design,  development,  and 
demonstration  of  the  RAPTOR/TALON, 
system  and  its  components  would  be 
conducted  in  or  at  existing  facilities  that 
are  routinely  used  for  such  activities.  No 
significant  impacts  will  occur  as  a  result 
of  using  these  facilities. 

The  RAPTOR/TALON  Program  would 
not  cause  any  significant  impacts  on 
environmental  resources  or  the  human 
environment  at  LLNL.  The  LLNL's 
function  within  the  BMDO  RAPTOR/ 
TALON  Program  is  primarily 


administrative,  with  minor  component 
assembly  and  testing.  These  activities 
are  well  within  the  existing  capacity 
and  present  practices  of  LLNL.  No 
construction,  additional  concerns  for  air 
and  water  quality,  or  additional 
hazardous  waste  issues  are  anticipated. 

The  BMDO  RAPTOR/TALON 
Program  would  not  cause  any 
significant  impacts  on  environmental 
resources  or  the  human  environment  at 
AeroVironment.  Inc.  Program  activities 
would  not  result  in  increased  generation 
of  air  or  water  discharges  or  hazardous 
waste.  All  program  activities  would  be 
consistent  with  ongoing  operations  that 
are  in  compliance  with  applicable 
Federal,  State,  and  local  laws  and 
regulations.  Nor  would  the  RAPTOR/ 
TALON  Program  cause  any  significant 
impacts  on  environmental  resources  or 
the  hiunan  environment  at  Scaled 
Composites.  Inc.  Promm  activities  are 
a  small  percentage  of  the  facility’s 
activities  and  would  not  result  in 
increased  generation  of  air  or  water 
discharges  or  hazardous  waste.  All 
program  activities  would  be  consistent 
with  ongoing  operations  that  are  in 
compliance  with  applicable  Federal, 
State,  and  local  laws  and  regulations. 

Ground  testing  of  the  TALON  at  the 
DOE  Nevada  Test  Site  would  occtir  at  a 
facility  designed  for  such  testing.  Noise 
and  air  emissions  from  the  testing 
would  be  within  the  design 
characteristics  of  the  facility. 

The  BMDO  RAPTOR/TALON 
Program  would  cause  no  significant 
impacts  on  transportation  and  would 
pose  no  special  requirements. 

The  Bh&O  Ri^OR/TALON 
Program  flight  testing  would  not  cause 
any  significant  impacts  to 
environmental  resources  or  the  human 
environment.  Candidate  locations  for 
flight  testing  of  the  SETP  include  the 
former  George  AFB,  Edwards  AFB, 
Norton  AFB,  and  Mojave  Airport. 
Testing  of  the  fixed-wing  RAPTOR 
would  occur  at  Edwards  AFB.  Testing  of 
the  integrated  RAPTOR  and  TALON 
would  occm  at  White  Simds  Missile 
Range.  Evaluation  of  potential  impacts 
at  those  locations  revealed  none  of 
simificance. 

Potential  cumulative  impacts  of  the 
BMDO  RAPTOR/TALON  Program  were 
evaluated.  Flight  preparation, 
operations,  and  recovery  of  RAPTOR 
platforms  would  occur  within  areas 
normally  used  for  aviation  activity.  This 
program  would  not  create  a  measurable 
increase  in  those  activities,  nor  is  it 
expected  to  create  a  situation  where  an 
environmental  resource  would  reach  a 
threshold  of  concern.  The  TALON 
interceptor  activities  would  not  increase 
the  stress  level  on  any  environmental 


resource.  The  BMDO  RAPTOR/TALON 
Program  would  not  result  in  any 
accumulation  of  noise,  common 
resources,  or  infrastructure  impacts. 

Portions  of  the  proposed  action  could 
occur  outside  the  United  States.  Four 
areas  of  concern  warranted  analysis  for 
potential  environmental  impacts  in  the 
global  commons:  air  quality,  aviation 
safety,  public  safety,  and  conservation. 
Activities  in  the  global  commons  would 
cause  no  impacts  of  any  significance  to 
the  areas  evaluated. 

Overall,  no  significant  impact  will 
result  frnm  conducting  the  RAPTOR/ 
TALON  Program.  Therefore,  no 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
prepared  for  the  proposed  action. 

FOR  FURT»«R  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Mr. 
Crate  J.  Spears,  BMDO  Enviroiunental 
Coordinator.  BMDO/GST,  The  Pentagon, 
room  1E180,  Washington,  DC  20301- 
7100,  (703)  693-1745. 

Dated:  July  20, 1993. 

LM.  Bynum, 

Alternate  OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison 
Officer,  Department  of  Defense. 

[FR  Doc  93-17595  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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Environmental  Assessment;  BMDO 
Balloon  Program 

AGENCY:  Ballistic  Missile  Defense 
Organization  (BMDO),  DOD. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Department  of  Defense  has 
prepared  a  Finding  of  No  Significant 
Impact  based  on  assessment  of  the 
potential  environmental  consequences 
of  conducting  the  BMDO  Balloon 
Program.  The  proposed  action  of  the 
BKflDO  Balloon  Program  is  to  develop, 
launch,  test,  and  operate  the  High 
Altitude  Balloon  Ebcperiment  (HABE) 
and  the  Kestrel  Balloon  Experiment  and 
to  conduct  a  data  collection  program. 
BACKGROUND:  Piirsuant  to  the  Council 
on  Environmental  Quality  Regulations 
(40  CFR  parts  1500-1508)  for 
implementing  the  procedural  provisions 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.)  and  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Defense  (I^D)  Directive 
6050.1  (Environmental  Effects  in  the 
United  States  of  DOD  Actions),  the 
Ballistic  Missile  Defense  Organization 
(BMDO)  has  conducted  an  assessment  of 
the  potential  environmental 
consequences  of  the  development  and 
subsequent  operation  of  the  High 
Altitude  Balloon  Experiment  (HABE), 
the  Kestrel  Balloon  Experiment,  and 
their  related  activities. 

The  BMDO  is  proposing  to  laimch 
and  operate  the  HABE  and  Kestrel  high 
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altitude  balloon  platforms  to  gather 
information  related  to  the  following 
objectives;  Demonstrate  the  capability  to 
acquire,  trade,  and  intercept  targets 
having  various  trajectories  at  varying 
altitu^:  measure  die  tarmt  and 
background  radiometric  observables  of 
rocket  motors  in  their  boost  phase;  and 
collect  data  on  the  phenomenology  of 
rocket  booster  signatures.  These 
objectives  will  be  accomplished  through 
the  use  of  passive  and  active 
electrooptical  and  laser  sensors  and 
ether  instnunentation  that  will  be 
launched  cm  large  volume,  high  altitude 
Dailoons  to  observe  target-of- 
onportunity  missile  launches  from 
several  locations. 

Fabrication,  assembly,  and  testing  of 
instruments  contained  in  the  liABE 
experiment  payload  will  be  conducted 
at  Phillips  Laboratory  at  Kirtland  Air 
Force  Base  (AFB),  New  Mexico. 
Integration  and  initial  tasting  of  the 
acquisition  and  tracking  system  will  be 
conducted  at  Kirtland  AFB.  Initial  flight 
testing  of  the  balloon  system  will  occur 
at  White  Sands  Missile  Range,  New 
Mexico,  or  on  Kirtland  AFB.  bitial  high 
altitude  testing  of  the  acquisition  and 
tracking  system  will  occur  in  the 
vicinity  of  White  Sands  Missile  Range. 
The  proposed  activities  will  be 
conducted  in  existing  facilities  and  will 
be  within  the  scope  of  activities 
normally  conducted  at  those  facilities. 

Fabrication,  assembly,  and  testing  of 
instruments  contained  in  the  Kestrel 
experiment  payload  will  be  conducted 
at  Lawrence  Livermore  National 
Laboratory  (LLNL)  at  Livermore, 
California.  Integration  and  initial  testing 
of  the  acquisition  and  tracking  system 
will  be  conducted  at  LLNL  Initial  flight 
testing  of  the  balloon  system  will  be 
offshore  in  the  vicinity  of  Vandenberg 
AFB.  California.  The  proposed  activities 
will  be  conducted  in  existing  facilities 
and  will  be  within  the  scope  of 
activities  loutinely  conducted  at  those 
facilities. 

The  HABE  and  Kestrel  systems  are 
designed  to  be  laimched  from  either  a 
tractor-trailer  assembly  or  from  a  ship. 
Both  the  HABE  and  Kestrel  systems  are 
designed  to  be  recovered  from  either 
land  or  water. 

Follow-on  testing  and  data  collection 
would  be  conducted  on  target-of- 
opportimity  launches  from  Vandenberg 
AFB;  Cape  Canaveral  Air  Force  Station 
(AFS),  Florida;  and  White  Sands  Missile 
Range. 

Alternatives  considered  include  no 
action  and  alternate  platform  programs. 
The  no  action  alternative  was  rejected 
since  it  would  mean  that  no  research 
and  development,  dememstration.  or 
testing  could  be  done  with  the  HABE  or 


Kestrel  systems.  Data  gathering 
activities  necessary  to  develop 
technologies  supporting  directed-«nergy 
weapons  could  be  slowed,  or  decisions 
on  the  Ballistic  Missile  Defense 
Organization  would  have  to  be  made  on 
less  reliable  or  possibly  unverified 
information.  The  alternate  platform 
programs  were  eliminated  due  to  their 
prohibitive  costs.  Two  alternate 
programs,  Starlab  and  Altair,  were 
considered  for  development  of  similar 
acquisition,  tracking,  and  pointing,  and 
data  gathering  activities  for  boost-phase 
targets.  Starlab,  originally  designed  for 
launch  aboard  the  National  Aeronautics 
and  Space  Administration's  space 
shuttle,  was  canceled  when  its  projected 
costs  approached  $1  billion.  The  Altair 
space-^sed  sensing  and  tracking 
program  was  also  abandoned  berause  of 
its  cost.  Both  programs  are  not 
considered  viable  alternatives  because 
of  their  excessive  costs. 

FINDINGS:  The  potential  for  significant 
impacts  was  determined  thrmigh  an 
an^ysis  of  the  activities  that  would  be 
conducted  at  the  proposed  locations. 

The  potential  impacts  of  the  proposed 
action  were  assessed  against  the 
following  environmental  considerations: 
Biolc^ical  resources;  air  quality;  noise; 
historical  and  cultural  resources; 
airspace;  public  safety;  meteorology; 
transportation;  toxic  and  hazardous 
materials  and  waste;  and  sohd  waste 
(balloon  remnants).  The  methodical 
approach  consisted  of  identifying 
potential  environmental  issues  and 
determining  their  significance. 

The  balloon  program  prelaunch, 
launch,  flight,  and  recovery  activities 
would  be  conducted  at  and  in  the 
vicinity  of  Vandenberg  AFB,  Cape 
Canaveral  AFS,  and  White  Sands 
Missile  Range.  No  significant  impacts 
are  expected  to  occur  as  a  result  of  these 
activities. 

Land  launch  of  the  HABE  or  Kestrel 
balloon  systems  in  the  vicinity  of  White 
Sands  Missile  Range,  Vandenberg  AFB, 
or  Cape  Canaveral  AI^  will  be 
conducted  from  a  specially  constructed 
launch  platform  built  on  a  standcud 
flatbed  trailer.  Accompanying  support 
and  command-and-control  vehicles 
would  be  adapted  to  standard  tractor- 
trailer  configurations.  Helium  fw  the 
balloons  would  be  transported  in 
compressed  gas  cylinders  on  a  standard 
commercial  trailer  built  for  that 
purpose.  Balloon  inflation  is  routine. 

Sea  launch  of  the  Kestrel  or  HABE 
balloon  systems  would  be  done  from  a 
special  launch  tower  placed  on  the  stem 
of  a  ship.  Support  equipment  and 
command-and-control  stations  would 
also  be  located  on  the  ship.  Helium 


would  be  stored  on  the  ship's  deck  in 
standard,  commercial  tanks. 

Targets  of  opportunity  would  be 
laimched  for  other  research  or 
operational  missions.  The  HABE  and 
Kestrel  sensors  would  acquire 
information  about  the  rocket  boost 
phase  of  the  missile  launch,  and  the 
acquisition  and  target  system  would 
attempt  to  acquire  and  illuminate  the 
boost  rocket.  The  launch  of  these  targets 
of  opportunity  would  be 
environmentally  assessed 
independently  of  the  BMDO  Balloon 
Program.  Recovery  of  the  balloons  and 
the  payload  could  be  on  land  or  water 
for  either  the  HABE  system  or  the 
Kestrel  system.  The  descent  of  the 
payload  and  balloon  could  be  controlled 
with  reasonable  accuracy  and  would  not 
be  initiated  imtil  a  projected  clear  area 
was  available  for  landing.  No  significant 
impacts  are  expected  to  result  from  the 
launch,  flight,  operation,  or  recovery  of 
the  HABE  «r  Kestrel  systems. 

Potential  cumulative  impacts  of  the 
BMDO  Balloon  Program  were  evaluated. 
Since  the  balloon  operations  would  take 
place  50  to  200  miles  from  the  target 
missile's  launch  point  and  trajectory, 
there  would  be  no  accumulation  of 
noise,  common  resources,  or 
infrastructure  impacts.  Balloon 
operations  are  foreseen  to  have  no 
potential  environmental  impacts  on 
prior,  present,  at  future  actions  by  other 
agencies  or  people. 

Overall,  no  significant  impact  is 
expected  to  result  from  conducting  the 
BMDO  Balloon  Program.  Therefore,  no 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
prepared  for  the  proposed  action. 

FOR  FURTTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Mr. 
Crate  J.  Spears,  BMDO  Environmental 
Coorihnator,  BMDO/CST,  The  Pentagon, 
room  lElBO,  Washington.  DC  20301- 
7100,  (703)  693-1745). 

Dated:  July  20. 1993. 

L.M.  Bjmum, 

Alternate  OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison 
Officer,  Department  of  Defense. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17596  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  MOO-lM  M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Transmittal  of  Monitored  Retrievable 
Storage  Facility  Annotated  Outline  for 
the  Preparation  of  a  License 
Application,  Revision  2,  to  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commlesion 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Enwgy 
transmitted  the  Monitored  Retrievable 
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Storage  Facility  Annotated  Outline  for 
the  Preparation  of  a  License 
Application.  Revision  2,  dated  June  30, 
1993,  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commissicm  on  July  15, 1993.  The 
annotated  outline  process  is  the  basis 
for  developing  a  license  application,  if 
any,  before  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission  for  the  Monitored 
Retrievable  Storage  Facility  program. 
The  annotated  outline  process  is 
iterative,  with  revisimis  to  be  developed 
in  consultation  with  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  For 
further  information  and  to  obtain  a  copy 
of  the  annotated  outline,  contact 
Priscilla  Bunton,  RW-331.  Office  of 
Civilian  Radioactive  Waste 
Management,  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  1000  Independence  Avenue, 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20585,  (202)  586- 
8365. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC  on  July  20, 1993. 

Lake  H.  Barrett, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of  Civilian  Radioactive 
Waste  Managetnent. 

(FR  Doc  93-17719  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNQ  CODE  S4sa-0t-«l 


Bonneviie  Power  Administration 

Intent  To  Prepare  an  Environmentai 
impact  Statement  and  Notice  of 
Fioodpiain  and  Wetianda  Involvement 
for  the  Eastern  Washington  Main  Grid 
Support  Project 

AGENCY:  Bonneville  Power 
Administration  (BPA),  Department  of 
Energy  (DOE). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare  and 
consider  an  environmmital  impact 
statement  (EIS)  and  notice  of  floodplain 
and  wetlands  involvement. 

SUMMARY:  BPA  is  proposing  to  construct 
a  new  500-kilovolt  (kV)  transmission 
line  horn  Bell  Substation  north  of 
Spokane,  Washingtim,  to  the  Grand 
Coulee  Dam  500-kV  Switchyard  in 
Douglas  County,  Washington.  BPA 
would  use  its  existing  corridor  by 
removing  or  modifying  one  or  more  of 
its  existing  lines  to  m^e  room  for  the 
SOO-kV  line. 

The  new  line,  together  with  remaining 
lines,  would  increase  the  capacity  of  the 
transmission  system  to  move  electricity 
into  and  through  the  Spokane/Lewiston 
area  to  meet  foreseeable  regional  needs. 
The  new  line  would  also  improve 
electrical  service  to  local  customers  in 
eastern  Washington,  northern  Idaho, 
and  western  Montana  by  improving 
system  reliability. 

The  EIS  will  bie  prepared  in 
accordance  with  the  National 


Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA),  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
NEPA  regulations  (40  CFR  parts  1500- 
1508),  and  DOE’s  NEPA  regulations  (10 
CFR  part  1021).  Because  the  existing 
Bell-Grand  Coulee  right-of-way  (ROW) 
crosses  numerous  wetlands  and  the  100- 
year  floodplain  of  various  creeks  and 
rivers  located  in  Spokane.  Lincoln,  and 
Grant  Counties.  Washington,  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  part  1022,  BPA 
will  prepare  a  floodplain  and  wetlands 
assessment  as  part  of  the  EIS  and  will 
avoid  or  minimize  potential  harm  to  or 
within  the  affected  floodplain  and 
wetlands. 

DATES:  Interested  and  affected  persons 
including  landowners,  concerned 
citizens,  special  interest  groups,  local 
governments,  and  community  groups 
are  invited  to  help  BPA  identify 
alternatives,  environmental  resources, 
and  issues  to  be  addressed  in  the  draft 
EIS.  A  letter.  Fact  Sheet  and  a  brief 
questionnaire  will  be  sent  to  interested 
parties  on  a  project  mailing  list  at  the 
begiiming  of  scoping.  This  information 
will  expl^  the  project,  and  how  to  get 
additional  information.  Two  BPA- 
sponsored  scoping  meetings  will  be 
held  the  week  of  September  12, 1993,  at 
the  following  locations:  September  14. 
1993, 6-9  p.m.,  Whitworth  College, 
Lindeman  Conference  Center,  room  4, 
Spokane,  Washington:  September  15, 
1993,  7-9  p.m..  Bureau  of  Reclamation. 
Project  Office,  Large  Conference  Room, 
Grand  Coulee.  Washington.  Meetings 
are  planned  to  be  open  house  style 
where  project  material  will  be  available 
for  study.  BPA  staff  will  answer 
questions  and  accept  verbal  and  written 
comments.  BPA  also  will  announce  the 
time  and  place  of  scoping  meetings  in 
local  newspapers  and  in  a  second  letter 
sent  to  interested  parties.  Written 
comments  may  be  sent  to  the  Public 
Involvement  Manager  at  the  address 
below.  Scoping  ends  September  26, 
1993. 

BPA  plans  to  file  and  distribute  a 
Draft  EIS  for  public  review  by  fall  1994. 
BPA  will  hold  meetings  in  local 
communities  near  the  transmission 
corridor  to  give  the  public  an 
opportunity  to  review  and  comment  on 
the  draft  EIS. 

ADDRESSES:  BPA  invites  comments  and 
suggestions  on  the  proposed  scope  of 
the  draft  EIS.  Send  comment  letters, 
requests  to  be  placed  on  the  project 
mailing  list,  and  requests  for  further 
information  to  the  Public  Involvement 
Manager — ALP,  Bonneville  Power 
Administration,  P.O.  Box  12999, 
Portland,  Oregon  97212. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 


Mr.  John  Taves,  Environmental 
Coordinator  for  Engineering — EFBG, 
Bonneville  Power  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  3621,  Portland,  Oregon  97208,  (503) 
230-4995,  fax  number  (503)  230-3984, 
or  call  BPA’s  Public  Involvement  Office 
at  (503)  230-3478  in  Portland:  toll-free 
(800)  622-4519  outside  of  Portland  and 
within  the  western  states  region.  Project 
information  may  also  be  obtained  from: 

Mr.  Paul  Eichin,  Area  Engineer. 
Bonneville  Power  Administration. 

Upper  Columbia  Area  Office,  room  561, 
U.S.  Court  House,  920  W.  Riverside 
Avenue,  Spokane,  Washington  99201 
(509) 353-2567. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  ON  THE  DOE 
NEPA  PROCESS  CONTACT:  Carol  M. 
Borgstrom,  Director,  Office  of  NEPA 
Oversight.  EH-25.  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  1000  Independence  Avenue 
SW,  Washington.  DC  20585  202-586- 
4600  or  800-472-2756. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Some 
transmission  facilities  move  electricity 
west  from  generating  resources  in 
Montana  and  Idaho  into  the  Spokane/ 
Lewiston  area  and  across  eastern 
Washington.  They  serve  local  customers 
and  carry  electricity  further  west  to 
major  load  centers  like  Portland  and 
Seattle.  These  facilities  include  BPA’s 
115-,  230-,  and  500-kV  transmission 
lines  and  interconnected  utilities  115- 
kV  and  230-kV  transmission  lines.  Over 
the  last  few  years,  these  facilities  have 
been  stressed  due  to  complex 
transmission  system  operating  needs. 

In  1992,  BPA  and  Washington  Water 
Power  (WWP)  began  to  make  short-term 
improvements  on  the  system  to  help 
relieve  transmission  bottlenecks  in  the 
area.  They  realized  that  a  long-term 
solution  was  needed.  These 
improvements  will  be  completed  in  late 
1994  or  early  1995,  and  will  increase  the 
capacity  of  the  system  to  at  least  2800 
megawatts  (MW),  allowing  BPA  and 
WWP  to  operate  the  system  more 
reliably  for  present  loads. 

BPA  and  other  utilities  estimate  that 
the  system  will  need  to  carry  out  1600 
MW  more  than  it  is  carrying  now  by  the 
end  of  the  decade.  Building  a  new  500- 
kV  transmission  line  would  increase  the 
existing  capacity  of  the  system  to  at 
least  3900  MW,  providing  a  higher 
capacity  transmission  path  that  can 
accommodate  BPA  transmission  needs 
including  existing  and  future  power 
transmission  obligations  to  other 
utilities.  A  new  line  would  also  relieve 
loading  on  the  lower  voltage  230-  and 
115-kV  systems  and  allow  these  lines  to 
better  serve  local  loads. 
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Alternatives 

BPA  has  identified  three  alternatives 
to  consider.  (1)  No  Action  (the 
consequences  of  continuing  to  operate 
under  present  conditions).  (2)  BPA 
would  construct  a  single-circuit  500-kV 
transmission  line  from  Bell  Substation 
in  Spokane,  Washington,  west  to  Grand 
Coulee  Dam  500-kV  Switchyard,  in 
Douglas  County,  Washington.  A  SOO-kV 
substation  (series  compensation)  would 
be  included  in  the  desim.  This  type  of 
substation  has  electrical  devices  that 
can  increase  the  loading  on  a 
transmission  line  and  r^uce  it  on  other 
lines.  The  substation  would  be  located 
along  the  corridor.  (3)  BPA  would 
construct  a  double-dnmit,  500-kV 
transmission  line  between  the  same 
points. 

The  new  SOO-kV  transmission  line 
would  be  placed  as  much  as  possible  on 
the  existing  ROW.  The  existing  ROW 
from  Bell  Substation  to  Grand  Coulee 
Dam  is  122  meters  (400  feet)  wide  in 
most  places  and  has  three  230-kV  lines 
and  two  115-kV  wood  pole  lines  within 
its  boimdaries.  Constructing  a  new 
single-  or  double-circuit  500-kV  line 
would  change  the  115-kV  facilities 
along  the  corridor  and  at  Bell  and  Grand 
Coulee  Substations. 

Environmental  Issues: 

PBA  has  identified  and  will  discuss 
these  potential  environmental  issues  in 
the  draft  EIS:  (1)  Effects  on  fish  and 
wildlife  including  threatened  and 
endangered  species;  (2)  socio-economic 
effects  of  removing  property  from  the 
local  tax  base;  (3)  effects  of  construction 
and  placement  of  structures  in 
floodplains  and  wetlands:  (4) 
acquisition  of  additional  ROW;  (5) 
concern  over  visual  effects,  noise,  and 
other  interference  produced  by 
transmission  lines  in  populated  areas; 

(6)  impacts  on  range  and  agricultural 
resources  due  to  construction  and 
placement  of  structures;  (7)  concern 
about  human  exposure  to  electric  and 
magnetic  fields  created  by  high-voltage 
transmission  lines;  (8)  impacts  to 
cultural  resources  on  Federal,  state,  and 
private  lands;  (9)  impacts  to  recreational 
resouixes;  (10)  conflicting  land  use;  (11) 
impact  to  property  values;  and  (12) 
energy  conservation.  Other  issues 
identified  through  the  scoping  process 
will  also  be  examined  in  tne  draft  EIS. 

Floodplain  and  Wetlands 

In  Spokane  County.  BPA's  ROW 
heads  west  from  Bell  Substation  and 
crosses  the  100-year  floodplain  of  a 
tributary  of  the  Little  Spokane  River 
called  Country  Homes  Drainage  in 
section  18,  Township  26  North,  Range 


43  East.  As  its  name  implies,  this 
tributary  functions  as  a  drainage  canal 
for  the  residential  area  of  subiuban 
Spokane  called  Country  Homes  Estates. 
West  of  the  City  of  Spokane,  within 
Riverside  State  Park,  the  ROW  crosses 
the  floodplain  of  the  Spokane  River  in 
section  17.  Township  26  North.  Range 
42  East.  Also  within  the  park,  the  ROW 
crosses  the  floodplain  of  two  tributaries: 
Deep  Creek  in  section  18,  Township  26 
North,  Range  42  East;  and  Coulee  Qoek 
in  sections  13  and  18.  Township  26 
North,  Range  41  and  42  East, 
respectively.  In  Lincoln  County,  the 
100-year  floodplain  of  Stock  and  Hawk 
Creeks  is  crossed  in  sections  21  and  19. 
respectively.  Township  26  North.  Range 
36  East.  Closer  to  Grand  Coulee,  the 
ROW  crosses  the  100-year  floodplain  of 
Sherman  Creek  in  section  25,  Township 

27  North,  Range  33  East. 

Small  riparian  and  seasonal  wetlands 
also  occur  within  the  100-year 
floodplain  of  the  Columbia  and  Spokane 
Rivers  and  their  associated  tributaries 
mentioned  above.  Additional  isolated 
pockets  of  seasonally  moist  areas  occur 
in  section  20,  Township  26  North, 

Range  40  East;  sections  26  and  27  in 
Township  26  North,  Range  38  East; 
sections  20,  21,  28.  and  29  in  township 
26  North,  Range  36  East;  sections  20  and 
21  in  Township  26  North,  Range  35 
East;  section  4  in  Township  26  North, 
Range  34  East;  section  30  in  Township 

28  North.  Range  31  East;  and  sections  3, 
10. 14,  23.  and  24  in  Tovtmship  28 
North,  Range  30  East.  The  ROW  also 
crosses  many  seasonally  flooded 
drainages  and  small  creeks  along  the 
route. 

All  proposed  facilities  would  be 
located  as  much  as  possible  within 
existing  ROW.  with  transmission  line 
structures  positioned  to  minimize 
impact  on  floodplains  and  wetlands. 

In  accordance  with  DOE  regulations 
for  compliance  with  floodplain  and 
wetland  environmental  review 
requirements  (10  CFR  part  1022),  DOE 
will  prepare  a  floodplain  and  wetlands 
assessments  for  this  proposed  DOE 
action.  The  assessment  and  a  floodplain 
statement  of  findings  will  be  included 
in  the  environmental  impact  statement 
being  prepared  for  the  proposed  pro)ect 
in  accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act.  Maps  and 
further  information  are  available  from 
Mr.  John  Taves,  Environmental 
Coordinator  for  Engineering,  at  the 
address  shown  above. 


Issued  in  Portland,  Oregon  on  July  16, 
1993. 

John  S.  Robertson, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17718  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BNXMQ  CODE  S460-01-M 


Commonwealth  Edison  Co.,  et  al.; 
Electric  Rate,  Small  Power  Production, 
and  Interlocking  Directorate  Filings 

Take  notice  that  the  following  filings 
have  been  made  with  the  Commission: 


July  15, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  8, 1993, 
Commonwealth  Edison  Company 
(Edison)  tendered  for  filing  its 
Transmission  Service  Tariff  TS-1. 
Under  the  Tariff,  Edison  offers  to  make 
available  Firm  and  Non-Firm 
transmission  services  limited  to  the 
receipt  of  power  and  energy  from  one 
adjacent  Control  Area  and  the 
transmission  of  such  power  and  energy 
to  another  adjacent  Control  Area  for  &e 
account  of  certain  wholesalers  of 
electric  power  or  energy. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
the  Illinois  Commerce  Commission  and 
the  electric  utility  companies  operating 
outside  of  Edison’s  control  area  to 
which  Edison  is  directly  connected. 

Comment  date:  July  29. 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
end  of  this  notice. 


July  15, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  8, 1993, 
Arizona  Public  Service  Company  (APS) 
tendered  for  filing  revised  E^^ibit  B  to 
the  Wholesale  Power  Supply  Agreement 
between  Arizona  Public  Siervice 
Company  (APS  or  Company)  and 
Arizona  Power  Authority  (APA)  (APS- 
FPC  Rate  Schedule  No.  59)  and  revised 
Exhibit  B  to  the  Wholesale  Power 
Agreement  between  APS  and  Citizens 
Utilities  Company  (Citizens)  (APS- 
FERC  Rate  Schedule  No.  149) 
(collectively  Exhibits  and  Agreements). 
The  Exhibits  list  Contract  Demands 
applicable  under  the  Agreements. 

No  change  to  the  rate  and  revenue 
levels  currently  on  file  with  the 
Commission  for  the  12  months 
immediately  after  the  proposed  effective 
date  is  proposed  herein. 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commlaaion 

[Docket  Nos.  ER9»-777-000,  et  aL] 


1.  Commonwealth  Edison  Co. 

(Docket  No.  ER93-777-0001 


2.  Arizona  Public  Service  Co. 
(Docket  No.  ER93-775-0001 
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No  new  facilities  or  modifications  to 
existing  facilities  are  required  as  a  result 
of  this  revision. 

A  copy  of  this  filing  has  been  served 
on  the  Arizona  Corporation  Commission 
and  also  APA  and  Qtizens  (with  copies 
of  their  respective  Exhibits  B  only). 

Comment  date:  July  29. 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

3.  Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Co. 
(Docket  Na  EL93-55-000] 

July  15, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  12, 1993, 
Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Company. 
Western  Massachusetts  Electric 
Company  and  Holyoke  Water  Power 
Company,  electric  utilities  and 
operating  subudiaries  of  Northeast 
Utilities  (NU),  tendered  for  filing 
pursuant  to  Rule  207(a)(2)  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  385.207),  a  petition 
for  issuance  of  a  declaratory  order 
concerning  the  constitutionality  of 
section  l&-243e  of  tlra  Connecticut 
General  Statutes  (C.G.S.  $  16-243e). 

Comment  date:  August  2. 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

Northern  States  Power  Co.  (Minnesota) 
and  Northern  States  Power  Co. 
(Wisconsin) 

Docket  No.  ER93-551-0001 
July  15. 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  6, 1993, 
Northern  States  Power  (NSP)  tendered 
for  filing  an  Amendment  to  its  initial 
filing  in  Docket  No.  ER93-551-t)00.  The 
Amendment  provides  a  response  to  the 
Deficiency  Letter  dated  June  4. 1993. 

NSP  again  requests  that  the  proposed 
rate  sch^ule  be  accepted  for  filing 
effective  June  1, 1993  to  coincide  with 
the  terms  of  Amendment  No.  6  to  the 
Interconnection  Agreement  named 
above,  and  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  in 
order  for  the  rate  to  be  accepted  for 
filing  on  the  date  reouested. 

Comment  date:  July  29, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

5.  Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Co. 

(Docket  Na  BR93-356-0001 
July  15, 1993 

Take  notice  that  on  July  6, 1993, 
Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Company 
(Wisconsin  Electric)  tendered  for  filing 
revised  cost  support  for  its  existing 
transmission  rates  in  response  to  the 
Director  of  Application’s  deficiency 
letter  dated  June  3, 1993. 

Wisconsin  Electric  requests  an 
effective  date  of  February  4, 1993, 


coincident  with  its  filing  of  the  four 
transmission  service  agreements  that  are 
the  subject  of  this  proceeding. 

Copies  of  the  filmg  have  been  served 
on  The  Wisconsin  P^lic  Power  Inc. 
SYSTEM,  the  Michigan  Public  Service 
Commission  and  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Wisconsin. 

Comment  date:  July  29, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

6.  Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Co. 

(Docket  No.  ER93-653-000] 

July  15, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  9, 1993, 
Kansas  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
(KG&E)  tradered  for  filing  an 
amendmmit  to  its  May  18. 1993  filing  in 
this  docket  concmiing  a  change  to  its 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
Electric  Rate  Schedule  No.  182.  KG&E 
states  that  the  amendment  is  to  reflect 
a  change  in  the  pricing  provisions  of 
Service  Schedule  SPP.  Hie  change  is 
proposed  to  become  effective  June  1, 
1993. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
the  City  of  Girard,  Kansas  and  the 
Kansas  Corporation  Commission. 

Comment  date:  July  29, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

7.  Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Co. 

(Docket  No.  ER93-649-000] 

July  15, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  Wisconsin  Electric 
Power  Company  (Wisconsin  Electric)  on 
July  9, 1993  tendered  for  filing  an 
amendment  of  its  initial  submittal  in 
this  docket.  The  amendment  contains 
revised  service  schedules  for  Limited 
Term  Power,  Emergency  Energy,  Short 
Term  Power,  Maintenance  Energy, 
General  Purpose  Energy,  and  Negotiated 
Capacity. 

Wisconsin  Electric  renews  its 
requested  effective  date  of  July  16. 1993, 
sixty  days  after  its  original  tender  date. 

Comment  date;  July  29. 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

8.  Florida  Power  Coip. 

(Docket  No.  ER93-776-0001 
July  15. 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  8, 1993, 
Florida  Power  Corporation  filed  a 
Supplemental  Contract  between  it  and 
the  Southeastern  Power  Administration 
(SEP A).  The  Supplemental  Contract 
provides  for  regulating  service  and 
opportunity  sales  by  the  Company  to 
SEPA.  It  supplements  a  contract 
between  Florida  Power  and  SEPA  dated 
July  19, 1957  for  the  sale,  purchase, 
wheeling  and  firming  of  power  from  the 


Jim  Woodruff  reservoir  project  by 
providing  for  (a)  regulating  service  by 
the  Company  for  the  second-to-second 
regulation  for  the  output  of  the  Jim 
Woodruff  project;  and  (b)  opportimity 
energy  sales  by  Florida  Power  to  SEPA 
for  periods  of  not  less  than  two  hours 
nor  more  than  seven  days.  SEPA  has 
requested  that  these  services  begin  on 
July  21. 1993.  Florida  Power  therefore 
requests  waiver  of  the  60-day  notice 
requirement  in  order  to  enable  the 
services  to  berin  on  that  date. 

Comment  oate:  July  29, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

9.  Wholesale  Power  Services,  Inc. 

(Docket  Na  EL93-52-000) 

July  15, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  6. 1993, 
Wholesale  Power  Services.  Inc.  (WPS) 
filed  a  petition  requesting  an  order 
declaring  that  The  International  Power 
Exchange  (IPEX)  satisfies  the  criteria 
establi^ed  in  Entergy  Services,  Inc.,  58 
FERC 1  61,234  (1992)  and  subsequent 
cases  for  an  electronic  bulletin  board 
that  provides  information  on 
transmission  capacity  availability  and 
price  and  the  status  of  requests  for 
transmission  service. 

Comment  date:  August  2, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
end  of  this  notice. 

10.  Northern  States  Powu*  Co. 
(Minnesota)  and  Northern  States  Power 
Co.  (Wisconsin) 

(Docket  No.  EL93-12-000J 
July  15, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  9, 1993 
Northern  States  Power  Company 
(Minnesota)  and  Northern  States  Power 
Company  (Wisconsin)  tendered  for 
filing  an  amendment  to  its  original  filing 
filed  in  this  docket  on  January  5, 1993. 

Comment  Date:  July  30, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

11.  Midwest  Power  Systems  Inc. 

(Docket  No.  ER93-785-000) 

July  16, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  12, 1993, 
Midwest  Power  Systems  Inc.  (MPSI) 
tendered  for  filing  a  request  for  rate 
schedule  cancellation.  Subsequent  to 
the  merger  of  Iowa  Power  Inc.  (IP)  and 
Iowa  Public  Service  Company  (IPS), 
approved  by  the  Commission  in  Docket 
No.  EC92-5-000.  all  rate  schedules  were 
redesignated  under  MPSI. 

Upon  further  review,  MPSI 
determined  that  four  duplicate  service 
agreements  that  are  with  a  common 
party  were  designated  with  different 
rate  schedule  numbers.  MPSI  is 
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requesting  the  cancellation  of  the 
following  MPSI  rate  schedule  numbers 
to  eliminate  this  duplication: 


Rataached- 

me 

Other  party 

1  MP<tl  . 

No  afi . 

Mid-Continent 

Area 

Power 

Pod. 

lowa-liiirx)is 

Gas& 

Electric. 

Interstate 

Power. 

Iowa  Electric 
Ught& 
Power. 

?  Mpty . 

No.  41 

3.  MPSI 

No.  44 

4.  MPSI 

No.  48 

Notice  of  the  proposed  cancellation 
has  been  served  upon  the  Iowa  Utilities 
Board,  lowa-Illinois  Gas  &  Electric 
Company,  Iowa  Electric  Light  &  Power 
Company,  Iowa  Southern  Utilities. 
Interstate  Power  Company  and  Mid- 
Continent  Area  Power  Pool. 

Comment  date:  July  30, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

12.  Washington  Water  Power  Co. 

(Docket  No.  ER93-774-000] 

luly  16, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  8, 1993,  the 
Washington  Water  Power  Company 
(Washington)  tendered  for  filing  its 
annual  rate  adjustments  for  the 
purchase  and  sale  of  firm  capacity  and 
energy  between  Washington  and  Puget 
Sound  Power  &  Light  Company. 

Comment  date:  July  30, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

13.  Ra3rbuni  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 
[Docket  No.  ER93-527-000] 

July  16, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  29, 1993, 
Rayburn  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc. 
tendered  for  filing  an  amendment  to  its 
March  31, 1993  filing  in  this  docket. 

Conmient  date:  July  30. 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

14.  Iowa  Electric  Light  and  Power  Co. 
[Docket  No.  ER93-638-000] 

July  16. 1993. 

Take  notice  that  Iowa  Electric  Light 
and  Power  Company  (Iowa  Electric),  on 
July  8, 1993,  tender^  for  filing  an 
Amendment  to  its  May  10. 1993  filing 
in  the  above  docket,  llie  Amendment 
includes  changes  in  the  proposed  fuel 
adjustment  clause  for  resale  electric 
service  to  comply  with  the 
Commission’s  regulations. 


Copies  of  this  filing  have  been  sent  to 
the  Iowa  State  Utilities  Board  and  to 
Iowa  Electric’s  jurisdictional  customers. 

Comment  date:  July  30. 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

15.  Southwestern  Public  Service  Co. 
[Docket  No.  ER93-53-<X)0] 

July  16, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  9, 1993, 
Southwestern  Public  ^rvice  Company 
(Southwestern)  tendered  for  filing  two 
proposed  supplements  to  its  rate 
schedule  for  service  to  Cap  Rock 
Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  (Cap  Rock). 

*1110  first  proposed  supplement 
provides  for  the  assignment  by  Cap 
Rock  to  Southwestern  of  Cap  Rock’s 
rights  and  obligations  imder  its  lease 
agreement  with  John  Hancock  Mutual 
Life  Insurance  Company.  Southwestern 
has  agreed  to  grant  to  Cap  Rock  the  right 
to  use  the  facilities  and  pay  a  dedicated 
facilities  charge  based  on  the  lease 
payments.  The  second  supplement 
relates  to  the  lease  by  Cap  Rock  of 
certain  land  properties  to  Southwestern 
and  the  sub-lease  of  these  properties 
back  to  Cap  Rock.  Both  of  these 
supplements  assist  Cap  Rock  with 
procuring  future  financing  for  the 
construction  of  additional  facilities  on 
Cap  Rock’s  system.  .. 

Comment  date:  August  2, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

16.  Northeast  Utilities  Service  Co. 

[Docket  No.  ER93-769-000] 

July  16, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  6, 1993, 
Northeast  Utilities  Service  Company 
(NUSCO)  tendered  for  filing  a  revised 
filing  that  responds  to  the  Commission’s 
May  14, 1993  order  regarding  an 
agreement,  dated  January  1, 1984, 
providing  for  the  joint  use  of  certain 
transmission  and  distribution  facilities, 
by  and  among  The  Connecticut  Light 
and  Power  Company,  Western 
Massachusetts  Electric  Company, 
Holyoke  Power  and  Electric  Company 
and  Holyoke  Water  Power  Company. 
NUSCO  requests  that  the  agreement  be 
made  effective  in  accordance  with  its 
term. 

NUSCO  states  that  copies  of  the  filing 
have  been  mailed  to  each  utility  affected 
thereby. 

Comment  date:  July  30. 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 


17.  Cambridge  Electric  Light  Co.  and 
Commonwealth  Electric 

[Docket  No.  ER93-773-000] 

July  16, 1993. 

‘Take  notice  that  on  July  7, 1993, 
Cambridge  Electric  Light  Company 
(Cambridge)  and  Commonwealth 
Electric  Company  (Commonwealth) 
(together  COM/Electric)  tendered  for 
filing,  pursuant  to  §  35.12  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations,  as  an  initial 
rate  schedule  an  exchange  agreement 
among  Cambridge,  Commonwealth, 

New  ^gland  Power  Company  (NEP) 
and  Altresco  Pittsfield,  L.P.  (Altresco) 
(the  Exchange  Agreement)  governing  the 
exchange  of  capacity  and  energy 
between  NEP  and  COM/Electric.  This 
capacity  and  related  energy  represents 
the  minimum  load  of  Altresco’s  160 
MW  electric  cogeneration  facility  in 
Pittsfield,  Massachusetts  (the  Altresco 
Unit).  The  Altresco  Unit  has  been 
designated  a  qualifying  facility  under  18 
CFR  292.207. 

Cambridge,  Commonwealth  and  NEP 
each  have  agreements  with  Altresco  for 
the  net  electric  capacity  and  related 
energy  to  be  produce  by  the  Altresco 
Unit.  The  COM/Electric  agreements 
provide  that  the  Altresco  Unit  will  be 
fully  dispatchable.  The  Exchange 
Agreement  provides  Altresco  with  an 
acceptable  substitute  for  its  obligation  to 
achieve  full  dispatchability  thereby 
avoiding  substantial  investment  in 
boiler  plant  to  satisfy  its  steam  host 
while  at  the  same  time  assuring  that 
COM/Electric  and  NEP  maintain  their 
capability  obligations  pursuant  to  the 
New  England  Power  Pool  Agreement. 

The  parties  to  the  Exchange 
Agreement  concur  in  this  filing  and 
have  requested  that  the  Commission 
waive  its  notice  requirements  pursuant 
to  §  35.11  of  its  regulations  for  good 
cause  shown  and  to  permit  the  tendered 
agreement  to  become  effective  as 
proposed  on  September  1, 1993. 

A  copy  of  this  filing  has  been  served 
upon  NEP,  Altresco  and  upon  the 
Massachusetts  Department  of  Public 
Utilities. 

Comment  date:  July  30. 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

18.  Delano  Energy  Company,  Inc. 
[Docket  No.  ER93-781-000] 

July  16, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  9, 1993, 
Delano  Energy  Company,  Inc.  submitted 
for  filing,  pursuant  to  Rule  207  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure.  18  CFR  385.207,  an  initial 
rate  schedule  for  sales  to  Southern 
California  Edison  Company. 
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Comment  date:  July  30, 1993,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

Standard  Paragraphs 

E.  Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  file  a 
motion  to  intervene  or  protest  with  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC  20426,  in  accordance 
with  Rules  211  and  214  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice  and 
Procedure  (18  CFR  385.211  and 
385.214).  All  such  motions  or  protests 
should  be  filed  on  or  before  the 
comment  date.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants-  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lm%irood  A.  Watson,  Jr., 

Acting  Secretajy. 

IFR  Doc  93-17621  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BtUINO  CODE  tn7-«1-«i 


[Proi^n  No.  1971-041  Idaho] 

Idaho  Powar  Co.  and  Hella  Canyon 
Pro|ect;  Availability  of  Environmental 
Assessment 

July  20, 1993. 

In  accordance  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and 
the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission’s  regulations,  18  CFR  Part 
380  (Order  No.  486,  52  FR  47910),  the 
Office  of  Hydropower  Licensing  (OHL) 
reviewed  the  application  for 
amendment  of  license  to  relocate  the 
existing  Pine  Creek-Hells  Canyon  69- 
KV  transmission  line  outside  of  the 
Hells  Canyon  Park.  'The  transmission 
line  is  approximately  22  miles  long, 
extending  finm  the  Oxbow  Powerplant 
to  the  Hells  Canyon  Dam.  This 
relocation  will  involve  approximately 
Vz  mile  of  line.  Idaho  Power  Company 
proposes  to  relocate  the  line  at  each  end 
of  the  park  where  it  crosses  over  the 
reservoir  and  at  the  boat  ramp  located 
at  the  park,  to  provide  for  boater  safety. 
The  project  is  located  at  the  Hells 
Canyon  Reservoir  on  the  Snake  River  in 
Baker  County  and  Adams  County, 

Idaho.  The  staff  of  OHL’s  Division  of 
Project  Compliance  and  Administration 
prepared  an  Environmental  Assessment 
(EA)  for  the  proposed  action.  In  the  EA, 
the  staff  concludes  that  relocating  the 
transmission  line  would  not  constitute  a 
major  federal  action  significantly 


affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment. 

Copies  of  the  EA  are  available  for 
review  in  the  Reference  and  Information 
Center,  room  3308,  of  the  Commission’s 
Offices  at  941  Norffi  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC  20426. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc  93-17625  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BHJJNG  CODE 


[OockM  No.  JD93-12841T  Ofclahoma-51] 

State  of  Oklahoma;  NGPA  Notice  of 
Determination  by  Jurisdictionai 
Agency  Designating  Tight  Formation 

July  20, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  16, 1993,  the 
Corporation  Commission  of  the  State  of 
Oklahoma  (Oklahoma)  submitted  the 
above-referenced  notice  of 
determination  pursuant  to 
§  271.703(c)(3)  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations,  that  the  Morrow-Springer 
Formation,  underlying  a  portion  of 
Bl£une  and  Dewey  Counties,  Oklahoma, 
qualifies  as  a  tight  formation  imder 
section  107(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Policy 
Act  of  1978.  The  recommended  area  is 
described  as  follows: 

Township  15  North,  Range  13  West 
(Blaine  County) 

Section  5:  W/2 
Section  8;  W/2 
Section  6:  All 
Section  17-18:  All 

Township  16  North,  Range  13  West 
(Blaine  County) 

Section  31:  All 

Township  16  North,  Range  14  West 
Section  36:  All 

The  notice  of  determination  also 
contains  Oklahoma’s  findings  that  the 
referenced  formation  meets  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  set  forth  in  18  CFR  part  271. 

The  application  for  determination  is 
available  for  inspection,  except  for 
material  which  is  confidential  under  18 
CFR  275.206,  at  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  Noiffi 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington,  DC 
20426.  Persons  objecting  to  the 
determination  may  file  a  protest,  in 
accordance  with  18  CFR  275.203  and 
275.204,  within  20  days  after  the  date 
this  notice  is  issued  by  the  Commission. 
Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretaiy. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17626  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNQ  CODE  Cri7-«1-« 


[Docket  Na  J093-1284T  Oklahoma-50] 

State  of  Oktahoma;  NGPA  Notice  of 
Determination  by  Jurisdictional 
Agency  Designating  Tight  Formations 

July  20, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  16, 1993,  the 
Corporation  Commission  of  the  State  of 
Oklahoma  (Oklahoma)  submitted  the 
above-referenced  notice  of 
determination  pursuant  to 
§  271.703(c)(3)  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations,  that  the  Hunton  and  Viola 
Formations,  underlying  a  portion  of 
Garvin  County,  Oklahoma,  qualify  as 
tight  formations  imder  section  107(b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978.  The 
recommended  area  is  described  as  the 
N/2  of  Section  12,  Township  4  North, 
Range  4  West,  Garvin  Coimty, 
Oklahoma. 

The  notice  of  determination  also 
contains  Oklahoma’s  findings  that  the 
referenced  formations  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  set  forth  in  18  CFR  part  271. 

The  application  for  determination  is 
available  for  inspection,  except  for 
material  which  is  confidential  \mder  18 
CFR  275.206,  at  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  Noi^ 
Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington  DC 
20426.  Persons  objecting  to  the 
determination  may  file  a  protest,  in 
accordance  with  18  CFR  §§  275.203  and 
275.204,  within  20  days  after  the  date 
this  is  issued  by  the  Commission. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secrefoiy. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17627  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BHJJNO  CODE  S717-01-«i 


[Docket  No.  JD93-12843T  Oklahoine-49] 

State  of  Oklahoma;  NGPA  Notice  of 
Determination  by  Jurisdictional 
Agency  Designating  Tight  Formation 

July  20. 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  16, 1993,  the 
Corporation  Commission  of  the  State  of 
Oklahoma  (Oklahoma)  submitted  the 
above-referenced  notice  of 
determination  pursuant  to  section 
271.703(c)(3)  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations,  that  the  Sycamore 
Formation,  underlying  a  portion  o 
McClain  Coimty,  Okl^oma,  qualifies  as 
a  tight  formation  under  section  107(b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Policy  Act  of  1978.  The 
recommended  area  is  described  as  the 
E/2  of  Section  30,  Township  5  North, 
Range  4  West.  McClain  County. 
Oklahoma. 

The  notice  of  determination  also 
contains  Oklahoma’s  findings  that  the 
referenced  formation  meets  the 
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requirements  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  set  forth  in  18  CFR  271. 

llie  application  for  determination  is 
available  for  inspection,  except  for 
material  which  is  confidential  under  18 
CFR  275.206,  at  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington  DC 
20426.  Persons  objecting  to  the 
determination  may  files  protest,  in 
accordance  with  18  CFR  275.203  and 
275.204,  within  20  days  after  the  date 
this  notice  is  issued  by  the  Commission. 
Lois  D.  Casbell, 

SecmUuy. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17628  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 
aajJNQ  coot  enr-ot-M 


[Projacl  No.  11187-002  Washington] 

Cowlitz  Basin  6  Limited  Partnership; 
Surrender  of  Pretimlnary  Permit 

July  20, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  Cowlitz  Basin  6 
Limited  Partnership,  Permittee  for  the 
Williame  Creek  Project  No.  11187,  has 
requested  that  its  preliminary  permit  be 
terminated.  The  preliminary  permit  for 
Project  No.  11187  was  issu^  June  30, 
1992,  and  would  have  expired  May  31. 
1995.  The  project  would  have  been 
located  in  Gifford  Pinchot  National 
Forest,  on  Williame  Creek,  in  Lewis 
County,  Washington. 

The  Permittee  filed  the  request  on 
June  10, 1993,  and  the  preliminary 
permit  for  Project  No.  11187  shall 
remain  in  efiect  through  the  thirtieth 
day  after  issuance  of  this  notice  unless 
that  day  is  a  Saturday,  Sunday  or 
holiday  as  described  in  18  CFR 

385.2007,  in  which  case  the  permit  shall 
remain  in  effect  through  the  first 
business  day  following  that  day.  New 
applications  involving  this  project  site, 
to  the  extent  provided  for  imder  18  CFR 
part  4.  may  be  filed  on  the  next  business 
day. 

Lois  D.  Casbell, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17629  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BUUNO  CODE  S717-et-M 


[Project  Na  11189-002  Washington] 

Cowlitz  Basin  8  Limited  Partnership, 
Surrender  of  Preliminary  Permit 

July  20, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  Cowlitz  Basin  8 
Limited  Partnership,  Permittee  for  the 
Yellow  Jacket  Creek  Project  No.  11189, 
has  requested  that  its  preliminary 
permit  be  terminated.  The  preliminary 
permit  for  Project  No.  11189  was  issued 
June  30. 1992,  and  would  have  expired 
May  31, 1995.  The  project  would  have 


been  located  in  Gifford  Pinchot  National 
Forest,  on  Yellow  Jacket  Creek,  in  Lewis 
County,  Washington. 

The  Permittee  filed  the  request  on 
June  10, 1993,  and  the  preliminary 
permit  for  Project  No.  11189  shall 
remain  in  effect  through  the  thirtieth 
day  after  issuance  of  tfos  notice  imless 
that  day  is  a  Saturday,  Sunday  or 
holiday  as  described  in  18  CFR 

385.2007,  in  which  case  the  permit  shall 
remain  in  effect  through  the  first 
business  day  following  that  day.  New 
applications  involving  this  project  site, 
to  the  extent  provided  for  under  18  CFR 
part  4,  may  be  filed  on  the  next  business 
day. 

Lois  D.  Casbell, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17630  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  cooe  8717-01-41 


[Project  No.  11190-002  Washington] 

Cowlitz  Basin  9  Limited  Partnership; 
Surrender  of  Preliminary  Permit 

July  20, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  Cowlitz  Basin  9 
Limited  Partnership,  Permittee  for  the 
Greenhorn  Creek  l4oject  No.  11190,  has 
requested  that  its  preliminary  permit  be 
terminated.  The  preliminary  permit  for 
F*roject  No.  11190  was  issu^  June  30, 
1992,  and  would  have  expired  May  31, 
1995.  The  project  would  have  been 
located  in  Gifford  Pinchot  National 
Forest,  on  Greenhorn  Creek,  in  Lewis 
County,  Washington. 

The  Permittee  filed  the  request  on 
June  10, 1993,  and  the  preliminary 
permit  for  Project  No.  11190  shall 
remain  in  effect  through  the  thirtieth 
day  after  issuance  of  this  notice  unless 
that  day  is  a  Saturday.  Sunday  or 
holiday  as  described  in  18  CFR 

385.2007,  in  which  case  the  permit  shall 
remain  in  effect  through  the  first 
business  day  following  that  day.  New 
applications  involving  this  project  site, 
to  the  extent  provided  for  under  18  CFR 
part  4,  may  be  filed  on  the  next  business 
day. 

Lois  D.  Casbell. 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17631  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BHXINa  CODE  8717-et-4l 


Lewis  Basin  6  Limited  Partnership; 
Surrender  of  Preliminary  Permit 

July  20, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  Lewis  Basin  6 
Limited  Partnership,  Permittee  for  the 
Tillicum  Creek  Project  No.  11258,  has 
requested  that  its  preliminary  permit  be 
terminated.  The  preliminary  pmmit  for 


Project  No.  11258  was  issued  June  29, 
1992,  and  would  have  expired  May  31, 
1995.  The  project  would  have  been 
located  in  Gifford  Pinchot  Naticmal 
Forest,  on  Tillicum  Creek,  in  Skamania 
County,  Washington. 

The  Permittee  filed  the  request  on 
June  10, 1993,  and  the  preliminary 
permit  for  Project  No.  11258  shall 
remain  in  effe^  through  the  thirtieth 
day  after  issuance  of  this  notice  unless 
that  day  is  a  Saturday,  Sunday  or 
holiday  as  described  in  18  CFR 

385.2007,  in  which  case  the  permit  shall 
remain  in  effect  through  the  first 
business  day  following  that  day.  New 
applications  involving  this  project  site, 
to  the  extent  provided  for  under  18  CFR 
part  4.  may  be  filed  on  the  next  business 
day. 

Lois  D.  Casbell, 

Secretaiy. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17632  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 

BILLING  CODE  e717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  ER93-656-000] 

Arizona  Public  Service  Co;  Filing 

July  20, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  June  22, 1993, 
Arizona  Public  Service  Company  (APS) 
tendered  for  filing  supplemental 
information  in  APS  original  filing  in 
this  Docket. 

Copies  of  this  filing  have  been  served 
upon  Yuma  Cogeneration  Associates 
and  the  Arizona  Corporation 
Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  StreeL  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rules  211 
and  214  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  I*rocedure  (18  CFR  385.211 
and  18  CFR  385.214).  All  such  motions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
July  30, 1993.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  beoime  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  CssbeU, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17633  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am| 
BILUNO  COOE  8n7-et-M 
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[Docket  No.  ER93-78e-000] 

Boston  Edison  Co.;  Filing 

July  20, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  13, 1993, 
Boston  Edison  Company  (Edison) 
tendered  for  filing  a  Transmission 
Agreement  with  Altresco,  Pittsfield  L.P. 
(Altresco).  The  transmission  Agreement 
specifies  the  amount  and  duration  of 
transmission  service  required  by 
Altresco  to  deliver  its  power  to 
Cambridge  Electric  Li^t  Company  in 
Cambridge,  Massachusetts. 

Edison  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  notice  requirements  to 
permit  the  Transmission  Agreement  to 
become  effective  as  of  the 
commencement  date  of  the  transaction 
to  which  it  relates,  September  1, 1993. 

Edison  states  that  it  has  served  the 
filing  on  Cambridge  Electric  Light 
Company  and  the  Massachusetts 
Department  of  Public  Utilities. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rules  211 
and  214  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  385.211 
and  18  CFR  385.214).  All  such  motions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
August  4, 1993.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  b^ome  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17634  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BiUlNO  CODE  S717-01-M 


[Docket  No.  CP9S-559-00C] 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.;  Request 
Under  Blanket  Authorization 

July  20, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  16, 1993, 
Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Company  (CIG), 
P.O.  Box  1087,  Colorado  Springs, 
Colorado  80944,  filed  in  Docket  No. 
CP93-5 59-000  a  request  pursuant  to 
§§  157.205  and  157.212  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  imder  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.205, 
157.212)  for  authorization  to  construct 
and  operate  facilities  for  the  delivery  of 
natural  gas  to  Public  Service  Company 
of  Colorado  (PSCC),  a  local  distribution 
company,  under  QG’s  blanket 


certificate  issued  in  Docket  No.  CP83- 
21-000  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  all  as  more  fully  set 
forth  in  the  request  that  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

CIG  proposes  to  construct  and  operate 
the  Little  Horse  and  Corral  Gulch 
delivery  facilities  in  Rio  Blanco  County, 
Colorado,  for  the  delivery  of  up  to 
25,000  Mcf  of  gas  per  day  to  PSCC.  It  is 
stated  that  the  facilities  would  be  used 
for  gas  being  transported  by  CIG  and  for 
use  by  PSSC  in  its  system  supply.  It  is 
explained  that  the  fecilities  woidd  be  bi¬ 
directional  and  could  be  used  for  either 
receipt  or  delivery.  The  cost  of  installing 
the  facilities  is  estimated  at  $639,000. 

Any  person  or  the  Commission’s  staff 
may,  within  45  days  after  issuance  of 
the  instant  notice  by  the  Commission, 
file  pursuant  to  Rule  214  of  the 
Commission’s  Procedural  Rules  (18  CFR 
385.214)  a  motion  to  intervene  or  notice 
of  intervention  and  pursuant  to 
§  157.205  of  the  Regulations  under  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.205)  a 
protest  to  the  request.  If  no  protest  is 
filed  within  the  time  allowed  therefor, 
the  proposed  activity  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  authorized  effective  the  day  after  the 
time  allowed  for  filing  a  protest.  If  a 
protest  is  filed  and  not  withdrawn 
within  30  days  after  the  time  allowed 
for  filing  a  protest,  the  instant  request 
shall  be  treated  as  an  application  for 
authorization  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17622  Filed  7-23-93:.8:45  ami 
BILUNO  CODE  S717-«1-ll 


[Docket  No.  ER93-31 3-000] 

Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corp.;  Filing 

July  20, 1993. 

■Take  notice  that  on  June  23, 1993, 
Niagara  Mohawk  Power  Corporation 
(Niagara  Mohawk)  tendered  for  filing  an 
amendment  to  its  Power  Sales  Tariff 
which  provides  for  sales  of  system 
capacity  and/or  energy  resource 
capacity  and/or  energy.  The  proposed 
Tariff  requests  interested  pundiasers  to 
enter  into  a  Service  Agreement  with 
Niagara  Mohawk  before  transactions 
may  commence  under  this  Tariff. 

Niagara  Mohawk  requests  that  its 
Tariffs  be  accepted  for  filing  and 
allowed  to  become  effective  in 
accordance  with  its  terms  as  specified. 
Information  filed  in  support  of  the  Tariff 
includes  cost  support  for  Niagara 
Mohawk’s  tariff  ceiling  rates  and  pricing 
terms  that  allow  for  the  capacity  and 
energy  changes  to  be  pro-rated  for  the 


duration  of  each  sale.  A  copy  of  this 
filing  has  been  served  upon  the  New 
York  State  Public  Service  Commission. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rules  211 
and  214  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  385.211 
and  18  CFR  385.214).  All  such  motions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
July  30, 1993.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  b^ome  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cadieil, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17635  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  (rir-oi-M 


[DockM  No.  CP93-542-000] 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.;  Application 

July  20, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  8, 1993, 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company,  1111 
South  103rd  Street,  Omaha,  Nebraska 
68124,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP93-542- 
000  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for 
permission  and  approval  to  abandon  an 
exchange  of  natu^  gas  service  between 
Northern  and  K  N  Ene^,  Inc.  (K  N),  all 
as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  application 
which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Northern  proposes  to  abandon  the 
sale  and  transportation  service  provided 
imder  the  sale,  exchange  and 
transportation  agreement  (agreement) 
between  K  N  and  Northern  dated  Jime 
5, 1974,  as  amended,  under  Northern’s 
Rate  Schedule  X-48.  Northern  states 
that  K  N  receives  the  volumes  of  natural 
gas  from  the  Brown-Federal  No.  1  in 
Fremont  Coimty,  Wyoming  (Brown- 
Federal  No.  1)  purchased  by  Northern. 
Under  the  terms  of  the  agreement,  K  N 
had  the  option  to  piirchase  25  percent 
of  the  natural  gas  received  from 
Northern,  it  is  stated.  Northern  states 
that  K  N  redelivered  the  balance  of  the 
natural  gas  received  from  Northern,  by 
exchange,  at  an  existing  point  of 
interconnect  between  K  N  and  Northern 
in  Seward  County,  Kansas. 

Northern  states  that  it  has  terminated 
its  purchase  obligation  for  Brown- 
Federal  No.  1  and  piirsuant  to  an 
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agreement  dated  June  24, 1993, 

Northern  and  K  N  have  agreed  to  the 
termination  of  the  agreement  elective 
May  31, 1993.  Northern  states  that  K  N 
has  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP93-280-000 
to  abandon  its  corresponding 
authorization. 

No  facilities  are  proposed  to  be 
abandoned  herein. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
make  any  protest  with  reference  to  said 
application  should  on  or  before  August 
19, 1993,  file  with  the  Federal  Energy 
Re^latory  Commission.  Washington, 

DC  20426,  a  motion  to  intervene  or  a 
protest  in  accordance  with  the 
requriements  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
of  Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR 
385.214  or  385.211)  and  the  Regulations 
under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR 
157.10).  All  protests  filed  %dth  the 
Commission  will  be  considered  by  it  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  but  will  not  serve  to  make  the 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
to  a  proceeding  or  to  participate  as  a 
party  in  any  hearing  therein  must  file  a 
motion  to  intervene  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission’s  Rules. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
by  sectitms  7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure,  a  hearing  wrill 
be  held  writhout  further  notice  before  the 
Commission  or  its  designee  on  this 
application  if  no  motion  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  reqtiired  herein,  if 
the  Commission  on  its  own  review  of 
the  matter  finds  that  permission  and 
approval  for  the  proposed  abandonment 
are  required  by  the  public  convenience 
and  necessity.  If  a  motion  for  leave  to 
intervene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the 
Commission  on  its  o%vn  motion  believes 
that  a  formal  hearing  is  required,  further 
notice  of  such  hearing  will  be  duly 
given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Northern  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Lois  D.  Cadidl. 

Secntary. 

(FR  Doc  93-17624  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  amj 
BHJJNO  cooe  S717-«t-M 

[Docket  No.  ER93-794-0001 
Northeast  Utilities  Service  Co.;  Rling 

July  20, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  16, 1993, 
Northeast  Utilities  Service  Company 
(NUSCO)  tendered  for  filing  a  Service 


Agreement  to  provide  non-firm 
transmission  service  to  Consolidated 
Edison  Company  of  New  York,  Inc.  (Con 
Ed)  under  the  NU  System  Companies’ 
Transmission  Service  Tariff  No.  2. 

NUSCO  states  that  a  copy  of  this 
information  has  been  mail^  to  Con  Ed. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rules  211 
and  214  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  385.211 
and  18  CFR  385.214).  All  such  motions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
August  4, 1993.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

LoisD.  Cashell 
Secretary. 

[FR  Doc  93-17636  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
aajjNQ  cooe  cnr-oi-ai 


[Docket  No.  CP93-S57-000] 

Williams  Natural  Gaa  Co.;  Request 
Under  Blanket  Authorization 

July  20, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  on  July  15, 1993, 
Williams  Nattiral  Gas  Company  (WNG), 
P.O.  Box  3288,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma  74101, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP93-557-000  a 
request  pursuant  to  §  §  157.205  and 
157.216  of  the  Commission’s 
Regulations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act 
(18  CFR  157.205, 157.216)  for 
authorization  to  abandon  by  reclaim  19 
miles  of  the  Caney-Cambridge  12-inch 
lateral  pipeline  in  Chautauqua  Coimty, 
Kansas,  under  WNG’s  blanket  certificate 
issued  in  Docket  No.  CP82-479-000 
pursuant  to  section  7  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
request  that  is  on  file  with  the 
Conunission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

WNG  states  that  it  originally  received 
authorization  in  Docket  No.  C791- 
1016-000  to  abandon  the  12-inch  line  in 

lace;  however,  several  landowners 

ave  hit  the  line  while  working  in  their 
fields  and  have  requested  that  WNG 
reclaim  the  line.  Since  the  line  is  very 
shallow  and  in  an  effort  to  assist  the 
landowners,  WNG  now  proposes  to 
reclaim  the  19  miles  of  abandoned  12- 
inch  lateral  pipeline. 


WNG  states  that  the  only  cost 
associated  with  the  reclaim  of  the  12- 
inch  lateral  will  be  supervision  on  the 
part  of  WNG.  estimated  to  be  $23,270. 
WNG  also  states  that  all  other  costs 
associated  with  the  line  were  taken  off 
the  books  in  Docket  No.  CP91-1016- 
000. 

Any  person  or  the  Commission’s  staff 
may,  within  45  days  after  issuance  of 
the  instant  notice  by  the  Commission, 
file  pxirsuant  to  Rule  214  of  the 
Commission’s  Procedural  Rules  (18  CFR 
385.214)  a  motion  to  intervene  or  notice 
of  intervention  and  pursuant  to 
§  157.205  of  the  Regulations  imder  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  (18  CFR  157.205)  a 
protest  to  the  request.  If  no  protest  is 
filed  within  the  time  allowed  therefor, 
the  proposed  activity  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  authorized  effective  the  day  after  the 
time  allowed  for  filing  a  protest.  If  a 
protest  is  filed  and  not  withdrawn 
within  30  days  after  the  time  allowed 
for  filing  a  protest,  the  instant  request 
shall  be  treated  as  an  application  for 
authorization  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natiural  Gas  Act. 

LoisD.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17623  Filed  -23-93;  8:45  am] 
MLUNO  CODE  <71T-0t-M 

[Docket  No.  TX93-3-000] 

Wisconsin  Electric  Power  Co.;  Rling 

July  16, 1993. 

Take  notice  that  Wisconsin  Electric 
Company  (Wisconsin  Electric)  on  June 
6, 1993,  tendered  for  filing  a  petition  for 
an  order  directing  for  an  order  directing 
Upper  Peninsula  Power  Company  to 
provide  firm  transmission  service  to 
Wisconsin  Electric’s  isolated  Greenstone 
service  area. 

Wisconsin  Electric  requests  an 
effective  date  of  sixty  days  after  filing. 

Copies  of  the  filing  have  been  served 
on  Upper  Peninsula  Power  Company, 
the  Michigan  Public  Service 
Commission,  and  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Wisconsin. 

Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or  to 
protest  said  filing  should  file  a  motion 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street,  NE.,  Washington. 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rules  211 
and  214  of  the  Commission’s  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  385.211 
and  18  CFR  385.214).  All  such  motions 
or  protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before 
August  10, 1993.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
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Any  person  vrishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  filing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Linwood  A.  Watson.  Jr^ 

Acting  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  tl3-17637  Filed  7-23^3;  3:45  amj 
BiUlNG  CODE  «ri7-ei-«i 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(FRL-4682-51 

Acid  Rain  Prograni:  Notice  of  Final 
Permit 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  final  permit. 

SUMMARY:  The  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  is  issuing  five- 
year  Acid  Rain  permits,  according  to  the 
Acid  Rain  Program  regulations  (40  OFR 
part  72).  to  the  fiollomng  14  utility 
plants:  Colbert  raid  E  C  Gaston  in 
Alabama,  Bowen,  Hammond  and  Yates 
in  Georgia.  E  W  Brown,  Ghent,  Green 
River,  Paradise  and  Shawnee  in 
Kentucky,  and  Allen,  Cumberland, 
Gallatin  and  Johnsonville  in  Tennessee. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Brian  Beals  at  (404)  347—5014.  Air. 
Pestiddes  and  Toxics  Management 
Diviskm,  EPA  R^ion  4,  345  Courtland 
Ave.  NEL.  Atlanta.  GA  30365. 

Dated:  )Btyl9.1993. 

Brian  McLean. 

Director^  Acid  Hain  Division,  Office  of 
Atmospheric  Frograms,  Office  ofAirand 
Radiation. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17715  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BtuMo  CODE  asao-aa-M 


[FRL^IfiSZ-^ 

Public  Water  System  Supervision 
Program  Revision  for  the  State  of  Ohio 

AGENCY:  E^ironmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Public  notice  is  hereby  given 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  1413  of  the  Safe  Drinking  Water 
Act.  as  amended,  42  U.S.C.  300g-2.  and 
40  tyR  part  142,  si^part  B,  the  National 
Primary  Drinking  Water  Regulations 
(NPDWR),  diet  the  State  of  Ohio  is 
revising  its  Public  Water  System 
Supervision  (PWSS)  primacy  program. 
The  Ohio  Environmental  Pr^ection 
Agency  ({^*A)  has  adopted  drinking 
water  regulations  lor  the  treatment  of 
total  colifbrra  bacteria  (TC)  fiiat 


correspond  to  the  NPDWR  for  TC 
promulgated  by  the  United  States 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (U.S. 
EPA)  on  June  29, 1989,  (54  FR  27544). 
The  U.S.  EPA  has  completed  its  review 
of  Ohio’s  priraaCT  revision. 

The  U.a.  EPA  has  determined  that  the 
current  version  of  Ohio’s  primacy 
revision  substantially  meets  die 
requirements  of  the  Federal  rule. 
However,  there  are  some  minor 
deficiencies  which  must  be  corrected 
before  the  U.S.  EPA  can  grant  approval. 
The  changes  needed  to  correct  these 
minor  deficiencies  are  written  into  a 
Memorandum  of  Agreement  (MOA) 
between  the  U.S.  EPA  and  Ohio  (which 
is  available  at  the  State  and  U.S.  EPA 
offices  listed  at  the  end  of  this  notice). 
Ohio  has  agreed  to  incorporate  these 
changes  into  its  final  regulations,  which 
are  scheduled  to  become  effectiv'e  no 
later  than  November  30, 1993.  Upon 
notification  that  Ohio’s  revised 
regulations  have  become  effective,  the 
U.S.  EPA  will  grant  formal  approval  of 
Ohio's  primacy  revision  without  further 
solicitation  of  public  input. 

All  interested  paoties  are  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  on  this 
proposed  determination,  and  request  a 
public  hearing  on  or  before  August  2S. 
1993.  If  a  pidilic  hearing  is  requested 
and  grant^,  the  corresponding  * 

determination  shall  not  become 
effective  until  such  time,  following  the 
hearing,  at  which  the  Regional 
Administrator  issires  an  order  affirming 
or  rescinding  this  action. 

Please  submit  all  comments  and 
requests  for  a  public  hearing  to  William 
Spaulding  (WD-17J).  U.  S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency. 
Region  5,  77  West  Jackson  Boulevard, 
Chicago,  Illinois  60604. 

If  requests  which  indicate  sufficient 
interest  and/or  significance  are  received 
by  the  end  of  the  Notice  period,  a  public 
hearing  will  be  held.  Any  request  for  a 
public  hearif^  shall  include  the 
following:  (1)  The  name,  address,  and 
telephone  number  of  the  individual, 
oiganization,  or  other  entity  requesting 
a  hearing;  (2)  A  brief  statement  of  the 
requesting  person’s  interest  in  the 
Regional  Admiaistrator’s  determination 
and  of  information  that  the  requesting 
person  intends  to  submit  at  such 
hearing:  and  (3)  The  signature  of  the 
individual  making  the  request;  or.  if  the 
request  is  made  on  behalf  of  an 
organization  or  other  entity,  the 
signature  of  a  responsible  official  of  the 
organization  or  other  entity. 

Notice  of  any  bearing  shall  be  given 
not  less  than  fifteen  (15)  days  prior  to 
the  time  scheduled  for  the  hearing.  Such 
notice  will  be  made  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  in  the  Federal  Register 


and  in  newspapers  of  general 
circulation  in  Ae  State  of  Ohio.  A  notice 
wall  also  be  sent  to  die  parson(s) 
requesting  the  hearing  as  well  as  to  the 
State  of  Ohiou  The  hiring  notice  will 
include  a  statamant  of  purpose, 
information  regarding  the  time  and 
location,  and  tha  address  and  telephone 
number  where  interested  persons  may 
obtain  huthar  information.  The  R^ional 
Administretor  will  issue  an  order 
affirming  or  rescinding  his 
determination  upon  review  of  the 
hearing  record.  Should  the 
determination  be  affirmed,  it  will 
become  effective  as  of  the  date  of  the 
order. 

Should  no  timely  and  appropriate 
request  for  a  hearing  be  receiv^,  and 
the  Regional  Administiatm  does  not 
elect  to  hold  a  hearing  on  his  own 
motion,  these  determinations  shall 
become  effective  on  August  25. 1993. 

Please  bring  this  Notice  to  the 
attention  of  any  persons  knowm  by  you 
to  have  an  interest  in  these 
determinations. 

All  documents  relating  to  this 
determination  are  available  for 
inspection  between  the  hours  of  8.30 
a.m.  end  4:30  p.m..  Monday  through 
Friday,  at  the  following  offices: 

Ohio  Environmental  Protecticm  Agency, 
Division  of  Drinking  and  Ground 
Waters,  P.O.  Box  1049, 1800 
WaterMark  Drive.  Cohunbus,  Ohio 
43266-4)149. 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency. 
Region  S.  Safe  Drinking  Water  Branch 
(WD-17)),  77  West  Jackson  Boulevard, 
Chicago,  Qlinois  6%04. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  D.  Spaulding,  Region  5, 
Drinking  Water  Section,  at  the  Chicago 
address  given  above,  telephone  312/ 
886-9262. 

Authority:  Sec.  1413  of  the  Safe  Drinking 
Water  Act,  as  amended  (19B61,  and  40  CFR 
142.10  of  the  National  Primary  Drinking 
Water  Regulations. 

Signed  this  15  day  of  July,  1993. 

Valdas  V.  Adamkes, 

Regional  Administrator,  U.S.  EPA,  Region  5. 
[FR  Doc.  93-17709  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  •sao-ao-p 
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Colorado;  Adequaqf  Determination  of 
the  State’B  Munlclpai  SoHd  Waste 
Permit  Program 

AGENCY:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (Region  8). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  tentative 
determination  on  application  of  the 
State  of  Colorado  for  foil  program 
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adequacy  determination,  public 
comment  period  and  pubuc  hearing. 

SUMMARY:  Section  4005(cKl)(B)  of  the 
Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery 
Act  (RCRA),  as  amended  by  the 
Hazardous  and  Solid  Waste 
Amendments  (HSWA)  of  1984,  requires 
States  to  develop  and  implement  permit 
programs  to  ensure  that  municipal  solid 
waste  landfills  (MSWLFs)  which  may 
receive  hazardous  household  waste  or 
conditionally  exempt  small  quantity 
generator  waste  will  comply  with  the 
revised  Federal  MSWLF  Criteria  (40 
CFR  part  258).  RCRA  section 
4005(c)(1)(C)  requires  the 
Environmental  ^tection  Agency  (EPA) 
to  determine  whether  States  nave 
adequate  “permit”  programs  for 
MSWLFs,  but  does  not  mandate 
issuance  of  a  rule  for  such 
determinations.  EPA  has  drafted  and  is 
in  the  process  of  proposing  a  State/ 

Tribal  Implementation  Rule  (STIR)  that 
will  provide  procedures  by  which  EPA 
vrill  approve,  or  partially  approve, 
State/Tribal  landfill  permit  programs. 
The  Agency  intends  to  approve 
adequate  State/Tribal  MSWLF  permit 
programs  as  applications  are  submitted. 
Thus,  these  approvals  are  not  dependent 
on  final  promulgation  of  the  STIR.  Prior 
to  promulgation  of  the  STIR,  adequacy 
determinations  will  be  made  based  on 
the  statutory  authorities  and 
requirements.  In  addition,  States/Tribes 
may  use  the  draft  STIR  as  an  aid  in 
interpreting  these  requirements.  The  , 
Agency  believes  that  early  approvals  / 
have  an  important  benefit.  Approved 
State/Tribe  permit  programs  provide  for 
interaction  between  the  State/Tribe  and 
the  owner/operator  regarding  site- 
specific  permit  conditions.  Only  those 
owners/operators  located  in  States/ 
Tribes  with  approved  permit  programs 
can  use  the  site-specific  flexibility 
provided  by  part  258  to  the  extent  the 
State/Tribal  permit  program  allows  such 
flexibility.  EPA  notes  that  regardless  of 
the  approval  status  of  a  State/Tribe  and 
the  permit  status  of  any  facility,  the 
Federal  landfill  Criteria  will  apply  to  all 
permitted  and  impermitted  MSWLFs. 

The  State  of  Colorado  applied  for  a 
determination  of  adequacy  vmder 
section  4005  of  RCRA.  EPA  reviewed 
Colorado’s  MSWLF  application  and 
made  a  tentative  determination  that  all 
portions  of  Colorado’s  MSWLF  permit 
program  are  adequate  to  assure 
compliance  with  the  revised  MSWLF 
Criteria.  Colorado’s  application  for 
program  adequacy  determination  is 
available  for  public  review  and 
comment. 

Although  RCRA  does  not  require  EPA 
to  hold  a  public  hearing  on  a 


determination  to  approve  any  State/ 
Tribe’s  MSWLF  program,  the  Region  has 
tentatively  schedule  a  public  bearing 
on  this  determination.  If  a  sufficient 
number  of  people  express  interest  in 
participating  in  a  hearing  by  uniting  the 
Region  or  cmling  the  contact  given 
below  within  30  days  of  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice,  the  Region 
will  hold  a  hearing  on  the  date  dven 
below  in  the  “DATES”  section.  'The 
Region  will  notify  all  persons  who 
submit  comments  on  this  notice  if  it 
decides  to  hold  the  hearing.  In  addition, 
anyone  who  wishes  to  learn  whether  the 
hearing  will  be  held  may  call  the  person 
listed  in  the  “FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT”  section  below. 

DATES:  All  comments  on  Colorado’s 
application  for  a  determination  of 
adequacy  must  be  received  by  the  close 
of  business  on  September  13, 1993.  The 
public  hearing  is  tentatively  scheduled 
for  10  a.m.  to  12  noon,  September  13, 
1993,  at  the  U.S.  EPA  Region  8 
Conference  Center,  999  18th  Street, 
Second  Floor,  Denver,  Colorado,  80202- 
2466.  Should  a  hearing  be  held,  EPA 
may  limit  oral  testimony  to  five  minutes 
per  speaker,  depending  on  the  niunber 
of  commenters.  Commenters  presenting 
oral  testimony  must  also  submit  their 
comments  in  writing  by  close  of 
business  on  September  13, 1993.  The 
hearing  may  adjourn  earlier  than  12 
noon  if  all  of  the  speakers  deliver  their 
comments  before  that  hour.  Colorado 
will  participate  in  the  public  hearing 
held  by  EPA  on  this  subject. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  Colorado’s 
application  for  adequacy  determination 
are  available  from  8  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  at  the 
following  addresses  for  inspection  and 
copying:  Colorado  Department  of 
Health,  Hazardous  Materials  and  Waste 
Management  Division,  Information 
Services  Center,  4300  Cherry  Creek 
Drive  South,  Denver,  Colorado,  80222- 
1530,  telephone  (303)  692-3312;  and 
U.S.  EPA  Region  8  Library,  999  18th 
Street,  suite  215,  Denver,  Colorado, 
80202-2466,  telephone  (303)  293-1444. 
Written  comments  should  be  sent  to  Ms. 
Judith  Wong,  Mail  Code  8HWM-WM, 
U.S.  EPA  Region  8,  999  18th  Street, 
suite  500,  Denver,  Colorado,  80202- 
2466. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Judith  Wong,  Mail  Code  8HWM-WM, 
Waste  Management  Branch,  U.S.  EPA 
Region  8,  999  18th  Street,  Elenver, 
Colorado,  80202-2466,  telephone  (303) 
293-1667. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

A.  Background 

On  October  9, 1991,  EPA  promulgated 
revised  Criteria  for  MSWLFs  (40  CTO 


part  258).  Subtitle  D  of  RCRA,  as 
amended  by  the  Hazardous  and  Solid 
Waste  Amendments  of  1984  (HSWA), 
requires  States  to  develop  permitting 
programs  to  ensure  that  MSWLFs 
comply  with  the  Federal  Criteria  under 
part  258.  Subtitle  D  also  requires  in 
section  4005  that  EPA  determine  the 
adequacy  of  State  municipal  solid  waste 
landfill  permit  programs  to  ensure  that 
facilities  comply  with  the  revised 
Federal  Criteria.  To  fulfill  this 
requirement,  the  Agency  has  drafted 
and  is  in  the  process  of  proposing  a 
State/Tribal  Implementation  Rule 
(STIR).  'The  rule  will  specify  the 
requirements  which  State/Tribal 
programs  must  satisfy  to  be  determined 
adequate. 

EPA  intends  to  approve  State/Tribal 
MSWLF  permit  programs  prior  to  the 
promulgation  of  the  STIR.  EPA 
interprets  the  requirements  for  States  or 
Tribm  to  develop  “adequate”  programs 
for  permits  or  other  forms  of  prior 
approval  to  impose  several  minimum 
requirements.  First,  each  State/Tribe 
must  have  enforceable  standards  for 
new  and  existing  MSWLFs  that  are 
technically  comparable  to  EPA’s  revised 
MSWLF  criteria.  Next,  the  State/Tribe 
must  have  the  authority  to  issue  a 
permit  or  other  notice  of  prior  approval 
to  all  new  and  existing  MSWLFs  in  its 
jurisdiction.  *1110  State/Tribe  also  must 
provide  for  public  participation  in 
permit  issuance  and  enforcement  as 
required  in  section  7004(b)  of  RCRA. 
Finally,  EPA  believes  that  the  State/ 
Tribe  must  show  that  it  has  sufficient 
compliance  monitoring  and 
enforcement  authorities  to  take  specific 
action  against  any  owner  or  operator 
that  fails  to  comply  with  an  approved 
MSWLF  program. 

EPA  Regions  will  determine  whether 
a  State/Tribe  has  submitted  an 
“adequate”  program  based  on  the 
interpretation  outlined  above.  EPA 
plans  to  provide  more  specific  criteria 
for  this  evaluation  when  it  proposes  the 
State/Tribal  Implementation  Rule.  EPA 
expects  States/Tribes  to  meet  all  of  these 
requirements  for  all  elements  of  a 
MSWLF  program  before  it  gives  full 
approval  to  a  MSWLF  program. 

B.  State  of  Colorado 

On  May  24, 1993,  the  State  of 
Colorado  submitted  an  application  for 
adequacy  determination.  TOA  reviewed 
Colorado’s  application  and  tentatively 
determined  that  all  portions  of  the 
Colorado’s  Subtitle  D  program  will 
ensure  compliance  with  the  revised 
Federal  Criteria. 

Although  RCRA  does  not  require  EPA 
to  hold  a  public  hearing  on  a 
determination  to  approve  any  State/ 
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Tribe’s  MSWLF  program,  tbe  Region  has 
tentadvaly  achedul^  a  public  hearing 
on  this  determination.  If  a  sufficient 
number  of  people  express  interest  in 
participating  in  a  hearing  by  writing  the 
Region  or  calling  the  contact  within  30 
days  of  the  publication  of  this  notice, 
the  Region  Mrill  hold  a  hearing  on 
September  13, 1993,  at  the  U.S.  EPA 
Region  8  Conference  Center.  999  18th 
Street,  Second  Floor,  Denver,  Colorado, 
80202-<2466. 

Colorado  has  not  asserted  Jurisdiction 
within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  Indian 
reservations  in  its  application  for 
adequacy  determination.  Accordingly, 
this  approval  does  not  extend  to  lands 
within  Indian  reservations  in  Colorado. 
Until  EPA  approves  a  State  or  Tribal 
MSWLP  permitting  program  in  Colorado 
for  any  part  of  “In^an  Country,"  as 
defined  in  18  U.S.C.  1151,  the 
requirements  of  40  CFR  part  258  will, 
after  Octdber  9, 1993,  automatically 
apply  to  that  area.  Thereafter,  the 
requirements  of  40  CFR  part  258  will 
apply  to  all  owners/operators  of 
MSWLFs  located  in  any  part  of  "Indian 
Coimtry**  that  is  not  covered  by  an 
approved  State  xat  Trfiial  MSWLF 
{>ennitting  pro^am. 

EPA  will  consider  all  public 
comments  on  its  tentative  determination 
received  during  the  public  comment 
period  and  during  any  pid)lic  hearing 
held.  Issues  raised  by  those  comments 
may  be  the  basis  for  a  determination  of 
inadequacy  for  State  of  Colorado’s 
program.  EPA  will  make  a  final  decision 
on  whether  or  not  to  approve  Colorado’s 
program  by  October  9, 1993,  and  will 
give  notice  of  it  in  the  Federal  Register. 
The  notice  will  include  a  summary  of 
the  reasons  for  the  final  determin^on 
and  a  response  to  all  major  comments. 

Section  4005(a)  of  RCRA  provides  that 
citizens  may  use  the  citizen  suit 
provisions  of  section  7002  of  RCRA  to 
enforce  the  Federal  MSWLF  criteria  in 
40  CFR  part  258  independent  of  any 
State/Tribal  enforcement  program.  As 
EPA  explained  in  the  preamble  to  the 
final  MSWLF  criteria,  EPA  expects  that 
any  owner  or  operator  complying  with 
provisicms  in  «  Stete/Tribal  program 
approved  by  ^A  should  be  considered 
to  be  in  compliance  with  the  Federal 
Criteria.  See56FR  50978,  50995 
(October  9,1991). 

Compliance  With  Executive  Order 
12291 

The  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
has  exempled  this  notice  from  the 
requirements  of  section  3  of  Eicecutivs 
f^rder  12291. 


Certificatioo  Under  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C 
605(b),  I  hereby  certify  that  this 
approval  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  subs^tial 
number  of  small  entities.  It  does  not 
impose  any  new  burdens  on  small 
entities.  This  notice,  therefore,  does  not 
require  a  regulatory  flexibility  analysis. 

Audiority:  This  notice  is  issued  under  the 
authority  of  section  4005  of  dm  Solid  Waste 
Disposal  Act  as  amended;  42  U.S.C.  6940. 

Dated:  July  16, 1093. 
lackW.McGraw, 

Acting  Hegional  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17712  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNO  CODE  asso-so-p 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Public  Informaflon  CoHection 
Requirements  Submitted  to  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  for  Review 

July  19, 1993. 

The  Federal  Communications 
Commisskm  has  submitted  the 
following  inform^on  collection 
requirements  to  OMB  for  review  and 
clearance  under  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  of  1980  (44  U.S.C.  3507). 

Copies  of  these  submissions  may  be 
purchased  from  the  Commission’s  copy 
contractor.  International  Transcription 
Service,  bic.,  2100  M  Street,  NW.,  suite 
140,  Washington,  IX:  20037,  (202)  857- 
SSOOl  For  finder  infbrmation  on  these 
submissions  contact  Judy  Boley,  Federal 
Communications  Commi^ion,  (202) 
632-0276.  Persons  willing  to  comment 
on  these  information  collections  should 
contact  Jonas  Neihardt,  Office  of 
Man^ement  and  Budget,  Room  3235 
NEOB,  Washington,  DC  20503,  (202) 
395-4814. 

OMB  Number:  3060-0126 
Title:  Section  73.1820,  Station  Log 
Action:  Extension  of  a  currently 
approved  collection 
Respondents;  Non-profit  institutions, 
businesses  or  Offier  for-profit 
(including  small  businesses) 
Frequency  of  Response;  Recordkeeping 
requirement 

Estimated  Annual  Burden:  13,350 
recordke<^rs;  0.93  hours  avera^ 
burden  per  recm-dkeeper;  12,416 
hours  total  annual  burden 
Needs  and  Uses:  Section  73.1820 
requires  that  each  licensee  of  an  AM, 
FM  or  TV  broadcarts  station  maintain 
a  station  log.  Each  entry  must 
accurately  refiect  the  station’s 
operation.  This  kg  should  reflect 
adjustment  to  operating  parameters 


for  AM  stations  with  directional 
antaonas  without  an  approved 
sampling  systetm  for  ell  stations  the 
actual  time  of  any  observation  of 
extinguishment  or  improper  operation 
of  tower  flirts;  and  enfry  of  ewch  test 
of  the  Emergency  Broadcast  System 
(EBS)  for  commercial  stations.  The 
data  is  used  by  FCC  staff  to  assure  that 
the  licensee  is  operating  in 
accordance  with  the  te^mical 
requirements  as  specified  in  the  FCC 
rules  with  the  station  authorization, 
and  is  taking  reasonable  measures  to 
preclude  interfermce  to  other 
stations.  It  is  also  used  to  verify  that 
the  EBS  is  operating  properly. 

OMB  Number:  3060-0055 
Title:  Application  for  Cable  Television 
Relay  Service  Station  Authorization 
Form  Number:  FCC  Form  327 
Action:  Revision  of  a  currently  approved 
collection 

Respondents:  Individuals  or 
households,  state  or  local 
governments,  non-profit  institutions, 
and  businesses  or  other  for-profit 
(inclnding  small  businesses) 

Frequency  of  Response:  On  occasion 
reporting  requirement 
Estimated  Annual  Burden:  14.000 
responses;  3.166  hours  average 
burden  per  respcMise;  4,432  hours  total 
annual  burden  per  response 
Needs  and  l^s:  FCC  Form  327  is  used 
by  Cable  Television  owners  or 
operators,  cooperative  enterprises 
owned  by  Cable  TV  owners  or 
operators  and  MMDS  operators 
(wireless  cable  TV  operators)  when 
applying  for  Cable  TV  Relay  Service 
(CARS)  Station,  Modification  of 
License.  RelnstatemecL  Amendment, 
Transfer  of  Control,  Assignment  of 
License,  and  Renewal  of  License.  The 
form  is  being  revised  to  include 
information  regarding  fees.  In 
addition,  a  quastion  was  revised  to 
advise  MMDS  applicants  of  the  need 
to  submit  a  copy  of  their  KAfDS 
license  and/or  their  MMDS/ITFS  lease 
agreements.  The  data  is  used  by  FCC 
staff  to  determiae  whether  the 
applicant  meets  basic  statutory 
requiremwits  and  is  qualified  to 
becmne  or  continue  as  a  Commission 
licensee. 

Federal  Communicatloas  Commission. 

William  F.  Catoa, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17605  Piled  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
attUNG  CODE  mS-OMi 
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Public  Information  Collection 
Requirement  Submitted  to  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  tor  Review 

July  20. 1903. 

The  Federal  Communications 
Commission  has  submitted  the 
following  information  collection 
requirement  to  OMB  for  review  and 
clearance  under  the  Paperworic 
Reduction  Act  of  1980  (44  U.S.C.  3507). 

Copies  of  this  submission  may  be 
purchased  firom  the  Commission’s  copy 
contractor,  International  Transcription 
Service.  Inc.,  2100  M  Street.  NW.,  suite 
140,  Washington.  DC  20037,  (202)  857- 
3800.  For  fuller  information  on  this 
submission  contact  Judy  Boley,  Federal 
Conummications  Commission,  (202) 
632-0276.  Persons  wishing  to  comment 
on  this  information  collection  should 
contact  Jonas  Neihardt,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  room  3235 
NEOB,  Washington.  DC  20503.  (202) 
395-4814. 

Please  note:  The  Commission  has 
requested  expedited  review  of  this  item 
by  August  3, 1993,  imder  the  provisions 
of  5  CFR  1320.18. 

OMB  Number:  3060-0536. 

Title:  Rules  and  Requirements  for 
Telecommunications  Relay  Services 
(TRS)  Interstate  Cost  Recovery. 

Form  Number:  FCC  Form  431. 

Action:  Revision  of  a  currently 
approved  collection. 

Respondents:  Businesses  or  other  for- 
profit. 

Frequency  of  Response:  Annually  and 
on  occasion  reporting  requirement. 

Estimated  Annual  Burden:  5,000 
responses;  9.266  hours  average  bmden 
per  response;  46,330  hours  total  annual 
burden. 

Needs  and  Uses:  The  rules  and 
requirements  contained  in  the  Third 
Report  and  Order,  CC  Docket  No.  90- 
571,  implement  the  shared-funding 
program  for  recovery  of  interstate  TRS 
costs.  All  interstate  service  providers 
must  contribute  to  the  TRS  fimd.  The 
collections  of  information  set  forth  in 
the  final  rules  are  essential  to  the 
implementation  of  certain  provisions  of 
the  Americans  with  Disabilibities  Act  of 
1990,  (ADA).  The  attached  Third  Report 
and  Order  amends  the  Commission 
rules  to  provide  that  interstate 
telecommunications  relay  services  costs 
shall  be  recovered  utilizing  a  shared- 
funding  mechanism  pursuant  to  the 
rules  and  requirements  contained  in 
Appendix  B.  Brief  descriptions  of  the 
information  collections  are  provided. 
The  National  Exchange  Carrier 
Association.  Inc.  (NECA)  will  serve  as 
interim  administer  of  the  TRS  F\md. 
NECA’s  performance  and  the  TRS  Fund 
plan  will  be  reviewed  after  two  years. 


The  administrator  will  be  subject  to  a 
yearly  audit  by  an  independent  certified 
accounting  form  and  by  the 
Commission.  Purs\iant  to 
§  64.604(c)(iii)(h),  the  TRS  Fund 
administrator  must  report  aimually  to 
the  Commission  its  administrative  costs 
associated  with  the  administration  of 
TRS  Fund  and  file  a  cost  allocation 
manual.  TRS  formulas  and  revenue 
requirements  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  October  1  each  year. 

The  administrator  must  establish  a  non- 
paid,  voluntary  advisory  committee  of 
persons  from  die  hearing  and  speech 
disability  community,  users, 
interstate  service  providers,  state 
representatives,  and  TRS  providers 
wmch  will  meet  at  reasonable  intervals 
in  order  to  monitor  TRS  cost  recovery 
matters.  The  aimual  report  to  the 
Commission  must  include  a  discussion 
of  advisory  committee  deliberations. 
Information  submitted  in  response  to 
the  attached  rules  and  requirements  will 
be  used  to  administer  the  TRS  Fund. 
Information  will  be  used  to  calculate  a 
national  average  rate  to  recover  the  total 
interstate  TRS  revenue  requirements 
and  to  determine  the  appropriate 
payment  due  to  TRS  providers 
participating  in  the  shared-funding 
plan. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 
William  F.  Caton, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17801  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 

BtUMO  CODE  t712-01-M 


FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

[FEMA-997-OR] 

Illinois;  Amendment  to  Notice  of  a 
Major  Disaster  Declaration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA). 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  amends  the  notice 
of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State  of 
Illinois,  (FEMA-997-DR),  dated  July  9, 
1993,  and  related  determinations. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  19, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Pauline  C.  Campbell,  Disaster 
Assistance  Programs,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington.  DC  20472,  (202)  646-3606. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  notice 
of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State  of 
Illinois  dated  July  9, 1993,  is  hereby 
amended  to  include  the  following  areas 
among  those  areas  determined  to  have 
been  adversely  aftected  by  the 


catastrophe  declared  a  major  disaster  by 
the  President  in  his  declaration  of  July 
9, 1993. 

Boone,  Lake,  McHenry,  Stephenson,  and 
Winnebago  for  Public  Assistance.  (Already 
designated  for  Individual  Assistance). 
(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
83.516,  Disaster  Assistance). 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Deputy  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support. 

[FR  Doc  93-17685  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BiuMO  CODE  ana-ea-M 


[FEMA-997-DR1 

Illinois;  Amendment  to  Notice  of  a 
Major  Disaster  Declaration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA). 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  amends  the  notice 
of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State  of 
Illinois,  (FEMA-997-DR),  dated  July  9, 
1993,  and  related  determinations. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  17, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Pauline  C  Campbell,  Disaster 
Assistance  Progpmns,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  DC  20472,  (202)  646-3606. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION;  The  notice 
of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State  of 
Illinois,  dated  July  9, 1993,  is  hereby 
emended  to  include  the  following  areas 
among  those  areas  determined  to  have 
been  adversely  affected  by  the 
catastrophe  declared  a  major  disaster  by 
the  President  in  his  declaration  of  July 
9. 1993: 

Alexander,  Jackson,  Randolph,  and  Union 
Counties  for  Individual  Assistance. 
(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
83.516,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Deputy  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Propams  and  Support. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17724  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  t71S-0a-M 


[FEMA-997-DR] 

Illinois;  Amendment  to  Notice  of  a 
Major  Disaster'Declaration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA). 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  amends  the  notice 
of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State  of 
Illinois.  (FEMA-997-DR),  dated  July  9. 
1993,  and  related  determinations. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  15. 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
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Pauline  C.  Campbell,  Disaster 
Assistance  Programs,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  DC  20472,  (202)  646-3606. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  notice 
of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State  of 
Illinois,  dated  July  9, 1993,  is  hereby 
amended  to  include  the  following  areas 
among  those  areas  determined  to  have 
been  adversely  affected  by  the 
catastrophe  declared  a  major  disaster  by 
the  President  in  his  declaration  of  July 
9. 1993: 

Adams,  Calhoun,  Carroll,  Jersey,  Jo  Daviess, 
Hancock,  Henderson,  Henry,  Madison, 
Monroe,  Mercer,  Pike,  Rock  bland,  St. 
Clair,  Whiteside  for  Public  Assistance. 
(Already  designated  for  Individual 
Assistance.) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

83.516,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Rkhard  W.  Krimm, 

Deputy  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support. 

IFR  Doc  93-17725  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNO  CODE  sris-oa-M 


[FEMA-993-OR] 

Minnesota;  Amendment  to  Notice  of  a 
Major  Disaster  Declaration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA). 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  amends  the  notice 
of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State  of 
Minnesota,  (FEMA-993-DR),  dated  June 

11, 1993,  and  related  determinations. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  19, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Pauline  C  Campbell,  Disaster 
Assistance  Programs,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  DC  20472,  (202)  646-3606. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATKN4:  The  notice 
of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State  of 
Minnesota,  dated  Jime  11, 1993,  is 
hereby  amended  to  include  the 
following  areas  among  those  areas 
determined  to  have  bmn  adversely 
aRected  by  the  catastrophe  declar^  a 
major  disaster  by  the  President  in  his 
declaration  of  June  11, 1993: 

The  counties  of  Big  Stone,  Clay,  Stevens, 
Swift  and  Traverse  for  Individual  Assistance 
and  Public  Assistance. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

83.516,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Deputy  Associate  Director.  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support 
[FR  Doc  93-17686  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
Biuma  CODE  S71S-«2-«l 


[FEMA-995-OR] 

Missouri;  Amendment  to  Notice  of  a  - 
Major  Disaster  Declaration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA). 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  amends  the  notice 
of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State  of 
Missouri,  (FEMA-995-DR),  dated  July 

9, 1993,  and  related  determinations. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  20, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Pauline  C.  Campbell,  Disaster 
Assistance  Programs,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
Washington,  DC  20472,  (202)  646-3606. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  notice 
of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State  of 
Missoiiri  dated  July  9, 1993,  is  hereby 
amended  to  include  the  following  areas 
among  those  areas  determined  to  have 
been  adversely  affected  by  the 
catastrophe  declared  a  major  disaster  by 
the  President  in  his  declaration  of  July 
9, 1993: 

The  counties  of  Atchison,  Carroll,  Cole, 
Holt,  Jefferson,  Lincoln,  Marion,  Pike,  Ralls, 
Ray,  St.  Charles,  Ste.  Genevieve,  and  St. 
Louis  and  St  Louis  City  for  Public 
Assistance.  (Already  designated  for 
Individual  Assistance.) 

The  city  of  Jefferson  City  for  Public 
Assistance. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

83.516,  Disaster  Assistance) 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Deputy  Associate  Director,  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17688  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNa  CODE 


(FEMA-994-OR] 

Wisconsin;  Amendment  to  Notice  of  a 
Major  Disaster  Declaration 

AGENCY:  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA). 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  amends  the  notice 
of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State  of 
Wisconsin.  (FEMA-994-DR),  dated  July 

2, 1993,  and  related  determinations. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  20. 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Pauline  C.  Campbell,  Disaster 
Assistance  Programs.  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency. 
Washington,  DC  20472,  (202)  646-3606. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  notice 
of  a  major  disaster  for  the  State  of 
Wisconsin  dated  July  2. 1993,  is  hereby 
amended  to  include  the  following  areas 
among  those  areas  determined  to  have 


been  adversely  affected  by  the 
catastrophe  declared  a  major  disaster  by 
the  President  in  his  declaration  of  July 
2. 1993: 

The  counties  of  Buffalo,  Crawford,  Dane. 
Dunn,  Grant.  Green,  Iowa,  La  Crosse, 
Lafoyette,  Pierce,  Price,  Rusk,  Sauk,  St  Croix, 
Vernon,  and  Waupaca  for  Public  Assistance. 
(Already  designated  for  Individual 
Assistance). 

The  counties  of  Dodge,  Jefferson,  Kneosha, 
Milwaukee,  and  Racine  for  individual 
Assistance  and  Public  Assistance. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 

83.516,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Richard  W.  Krimm, 

Deputy  Associate  Director.  State  and  Local 
Programs  and  Support. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17687  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BMJJNQ  CODE  friS-Oa-M 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

Agreement(8)  Filed;  Greece/USA  Rate 
Agreement 

The  Federal  Maritime  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  of  the  filing  of  the 
following  agreement(s)  pursuant  to 
section  5  of  the  Shipping  Act  of  1984. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  each  agreement  at  the 
Washington.  DC  Office  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Ck)mmission,  800  North 
(Capitol  Street.  NW.,  9th  Floor. 

Interested  parties  may  submit  comments 
on  each  agreement  to  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
Washington,  DC  20573,  within  10  days 
after  the  date  of  the  Federal  Register  in 
which  this  notice  appears.  The 
requirements  for  comments  are  found  in 
§  572.603  of  title  46  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  Interested  persons 
should  consult  this  section  before 
communicating  with  the  (Commission 
regarding  a  pending  agreement. 

Agreement  No.:  202-011423. 

Title:  Greece/USA  Rate  Agreement. 

Parties: 

Farrell  Lines,  Inc. 

'Ttalia”  de  Navigazione,  S.p.A. 

P&O  (Containers  Limited 

Sea-Land  Service.  Inc. 

Zim  Israel  Navigation  Company,  Ltd. 

Synopsis:  The  proposed  Agreement 
would  permit  the  parties  to  discuss  and 
agree  upon  rules,  rates,  charges  and 
other  transportation  matters  pertaining 
to  the  movement  of  cargo  from  ports  and 
points  in  Greece,  Macedonia, 
Montenegro,  Serbia,  Bosnia- 
Herecegovina,  Bulgaria,  and  Albania  to 
ports  and  points  in  the  United  States. 

Agreement  No.:  224-200791. 

Title:  The  Port  Authority  of  New  York 
&  New  JerseyAJnited  Arab  Agencies, 

Inc.  (Container  Incentive  Agreement. 


39814 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  141  /  Monday,  July  26,  1993  /  Notices 


Parties: 

The  Port  Authority  of  New  York  & 
New  Jersey  ("Port”) 

United  Arab  Agencies,  Inc.  (“UAAI”) 
Synopsis:  The  Agreement  provides  for 
the  Port  to  pay  UAAI  a  container 
incentive  of  $20.00  for  each  import 
container  and  $40.00  for  each  export 
container  moved  through  the  Port’s 
marine  terminals  during  calendar  year 
1993,  provided  each  container  is 
shipped  by  rail  to  or  from  points  more 
than  260  miles  from  the  Port. 

Dated;  July  20, 1993. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
CommissioiL 
Joseph  C  Polking, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17600  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNO  COOC  STSO-OI-M 


Ocean  Freight  Forwarder  License 
Applicants 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
following  applicants  have  filed  with  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission 
applications  for  licenses  as  ocean  freight 
forwarders  pursuant  to  section  19  of  the 
Shipping  Act  of  1984  (46  U.S.C.  app. 
1718  and  46  CFR  part  510). 

Persons  knowing  of  any  reason  why 
any  of  the  following  applicants  should 
not  receive  a  license  are  requested  to 
contact  the  Office  of  Freight  Forwarders, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20573. 

Eagle  Freight  Services,  Inc.,  534  Eccles 
Avenue,  So.  San  Francisco,  CA  94080, 
Officers;  Raymond  W.  Wilson,  President/ 
Director  Arthur  F.  Mesa,  Vice  Pres-ZCEO/ 
Dir./Stockh.  Craig  R.  Patterson,  V.  Pres./ 
Dir./Stockh. 

Transmar,  Inc.,  18181/2  Broadway  Street, 

New  Orleans.  LA  70118,  Officers;  Elda 
Mariella  Ruiz  Castro,  C^/Director,  Daniel 
Castrol,  President/DirectcH' 

Fivestar  ^press  (U.S.A.)  Inc,  1044  N. 
Dodsworth  Ave.,  Covina,  CA  91724, 

Officer  )yh  Yeong  Hsieh,  President/ 
Director 

US  International  Forwarders,  9445  Concourse 
Dr.,  «354.  Houston.  TX  77036,  Tobias  G. 
Ogu,  Sole  Proprietor 

Canor  Air  Freight  Fc»warders.  Inc,  7080  NW 
50th  Street,  Miami,  FL  33166,  Officers; 
Blancalicia  Doyle,  President,  Zamira  Isabel 
Pereira,  Vice  Pmident 
Meyer  Shipping  Corp.,  5610 18th  Avenue, 
Brooklyn,  NY  11204,  officer.  Israel  Meyer, 
President 

Clover  International,  Inc,  15431  Vantage 
Parkway  West,  Ste.  200,  Houston,  TX 
77032,  Officers;  Luis  Angel  Ricon,  Pres./ 
Treas./Secr.,  Ana  H.  Pena,  Asst.  Secretary 
Luma  International  Forwarding,  Inc,  354 
North  Royal  Ponciana  Blvd.,  Miami,  FL 
33166,  Officers;  Luz  Carva)al,  President/V. 
President  Matilda  Mmales,  Secretary 
Venymex  Shipping  Company.  1314  Texas 
Avenue.  Ste.  1506,  Houston,  TX  77002, 


Officers;  Hector  Garza,  Pres7Treas./Dir./ 
Stockh.  Yolanda  Garaza,  V.  Pres./Sec./Dir./ 
Stockh. 

By  the  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
Dated;  July  21, 1993. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17691  Filed  7-23-93;  8;45  am] 
BHJJNO  COOC  S730-Ot-M 


Performance  Review  Board 

AGENCY:  Federal  Maritime  Commission. 
ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  the 
names  of  the  members  of  the 
Performance  Review  Board. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
William  J.  Herron,  Jr.,  Director  of 
Personnel.  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  800  North  Capitol  Street. 
Washington,  DC  20573. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
4314(c)  (1)  through  (5)  of  title  5,  U.S.C., 
requires  each  agency  to  establish,  in 
accordance  with  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  Office  of  Personnel  Management, 
one  or  more  performance  review  boards. 
The  board  shall  review  and  evaluate  the 
initial  appraisal  of  a  senior  executive’s 
performance  by  the  supervisor,  along 
with  any  recommendations  to  the 
appointing  authority  relative  to  the 
performance  of  the  senior  executive. 
William  D.  Hathaway, 

Chairman. 

The  members  of  the  Performance 
Review  Board  are: 

1.  Ming  Chen  Hsu,  Commissioner 

2.  Francis  J.  Ivancie,  Commissioner 

3.  Norman  D.  Kline.  Chief 
Administrative  Law  Judge 

4.  Frederick  M.  Dolan,  Jr., 
Administrative  Law  Judge 

5.  Charles  E.  Morgan,  Administrative 
Law  Judge 

6.  Robert  D.  Bourgoin,  General  Counsel 

7.  Joseph  C.  Polking,  Secretary 

8.  Edward  P.  Walsh,  Managing  Director 

9.  Bruce  A.  Dombrowski,  Deputy 
Managing  Director 

10.  John  Rc^rt  Ewers,  Deputy 
Managing  Director 

11.  Seymour  Glanzer,  Director.  Bureau 
of  Hearing  Counsel 

12.  Norman  W.  Littlejohn.  Director, 
Bureau  of  Administration 

13.  Austin  L.  Schmitt,  Director,  Bureau 
of  Trade  Monitoring  and  Analysis 

14.  Wm.  Jarrel  Smith.  Jr.,  Director. 
Bureau  of  Investigations 

15.  Bryant  L.  VanBrakle,  Director. 
Bureau  of  Tariffs,  Certification  and 
Licensing 

[FR  Doc.  93-17601  Filed  7-23-93;  8;45  am] 
WLUNQ  COOC  (TZO-et-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

Bluestam  Flnancal  Corp.,  •(  al.;  Notice 
of  Applicatione  to  Engage  de  novo  in 
Permissible  NonbanMng  Activities 

The  companies  listed  in  this  notice 
have  filed  an  application  under  § 
225.23(a)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y 
(12  CFR  225.23(a)(1))  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  4(c)(8)  of  the 
fiiank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C 
1843(c)(8))  and  §  225.21(a)  of  Regulation 
Y  (12  Cl-'R  225.21(a))  to  commence  or  to 
engage  de  novo,  either  directly  m 
through  a  subsidiary,  in  a  nonbanking 
activity  that  is  listed  in  §  225.25  of 
Regulation  Y  as  closely  related  to 
banking  and  permissible  for  bank 
holding  companies.  Unless  otherwise 
noted,  such  activities  will  be  conducted 
throughout  the  United  States. 

Eacm  application  is  available  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  indicated.  Once  the 
application  has  been  accepted  for 
processing,  it  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Interested  persons' may 
express  their  views  in  writing  on  the 
question  whether  consummation  of  the 
proposal  can  “reasonably  be  expected  to 
produce  benefits  to  the  public,  such  as 
greater  convenience,  increased 
competition,  or  gains  in  efficiency,  that 
outweigh  possible  adverse  effects,  such 
as  undue  concentration  of  resources, 
decreased  or  imfair  competition, 
conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  a  written  presentation  would 
not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

Unless  otherwise  noted,  comments 
regarding  the  applications  must  be 
received  at  the  Reserve  Bank  indicated 
or  the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors 
not  later  than  August  16. 1993. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago 
(James  A.  Bluemle,  Vice  President)  230 
South  LaSalle  Street.  Chicago,  Illinois 
60690: 

1.  Bluestem  Financial  Corp.,  Fairbury, 
Illinois;  to  engage  de  novo  though  its 
subsidiary,  Bluestem  Financial  ^rvices, 
Inc.,  Fairbury,  Illinois,  in  investment  or 
financial  advice  and  consumer  financial 
counseling  piirsuant  to  $ 
225.25(b)(4)(iii),  (b)(4)(iv),  (b)(4)(v)  and 
(b)(20)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Dallas 
(W.  Arthur  Tribble,  Vice  President)  400 
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South  Akard  Street,  Dallas,  Texas 
75222: 

1.  First  Texas  Bancorp,  Inc., 
Georgetown,  Texas;  to  engage  de  novo 
throii^  its  subsidiary.  First  Texas 
Development  Corporation,  Georgetown, 
Texas,  in  making  and/or  servicing  loans 
for  itself  or  for  others  of  the  type  made 
by  a  mortgage  company  pursuant  to  § 
225.25(b)(1)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y. 
These  activities  will  be  conducted  in  the 
State  of  Texas. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  July  20, 1993. 

Jennifer  ).  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IFR  Doc  93-17670  Filed  7-23^-93;  8:45  am) 
■aUNO  CODE  ttlO-OI-S 


CCB  Rnanclal  Corporation,  et  al.; 
Formations  of;  Acquisitions  by;  and 
Mergers  of  Bank  Holding  Companies 

The  companies  listed  in  this  notice 
have  applied  for  the  Board’s  approval 
under  section  3  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842)  and  § 
225.14  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  225.14)  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  or  to  acquire  a  bank  or  bank 
holding  company.  The  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  applications 
are  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  die  Act 
(12  U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Each  application  is  available  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  hidicated.  Once  the 
application  has  been  accepted  for 
processing,  it  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Interested  persons  may 
express  their  views  in  writing  to  the 
Reserve  Bank  or  to  the  offices  of  the 
Board  of  Governors.  Any  comment  on 
an  application  that  requests  a  hearing 
must  include  a  statement  of  why  a 
written  presentation  would  not  suffice 
in  lieu  of  a  hearing,  identifying 
specifically  any  questions  of  fact  that 
are  in  dispute  and  summarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing. 

Unless  otherwise  noted,  comments 
regarding  each  of  these  applications 
must  be  received  not  later  than  August 
19. 1993. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Richmond  (Lloyd  W.  Bostian,  Jr.,  Senior 
Vice  President)  701  East  Byrd  Street, 
Richmond,  Virginia  23261: 

1.  CCB  Financial  Corporation, 
Durham,  North  Carolina;  to  acquire  100 
percent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Shelby 
Savings  Bank.  SSB,  Shelby,  North 
Carolina. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta 
(Zane  R.  Kelley,  Vice  President)  104 


Marietta  Street.  N.W.,  Atlanta.  Georgia 
30303: 

1.  AmSouth  Bancorporation, 
Birmingham,  Alabama;  to  merge  with 
Orange  Banldng  Corporation,  Orlando. 
Florida,  and  thereby  indirectly  acquire 
Orange  Bank,  Orlando.  Florida. 

C  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago 
(James  A.  Bluemle,  Vice  President)  230 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago.  Illinois 
60690: 

1.  Bank  of  Montreal,  Montreal, 
Canada;  Bankmont  Financial  Corp., 

New  York,  New  York;  and  Harris 
Bankcorp,  Inc.,  Chicago,  Illinois;  to 
acqiiire  22.6  percent  of  the  voting  shares 
of  Qty  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Oklahoma  Qty, 
Oklahoma,  and  thereby  indirectly 
acquire  City  Bank  and  Trust  Company. 

2.  Quick  Bancorp,  Inc.,  McClel(iEm(l, 
Iowa;  to  become  a  bank  holding 
company  by  acquiring  100  percent  of 
the  voting  shares  of  Peoples  National 
Bank,  Coimcil  Bluffs,  Iowa. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  July  20. 1993. 

Jennifer  J.  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17671  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNa  CODE  S210-01-E 


Crestar  Financial  Corporation; 
Acquisition  of  Company  Engaged  in 
Permissible  Nonbanking  Activities 

The  organization  listed  in  this  notice 
has  applied  under  §  225.23(a)(2)  or  (f) 
of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12  CFR 
225.23(a)(2)  or  (f))  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  4(c)(8)  of  the 
Ba^  Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C. 
1843(c)(8j)  and  §  225.21(a)  of  Regulation 
Y  (12  Cnt  225.21(a))  to  acquire  or 
control  voting  securities  or  assets  of  a 
company  engaged  in  a  nonbanking 
activity  that  is  listed  in  §  225.25  of 
Regulation  Y  as  closely  related  to 
banking  and  permissible  for  bank 
holding  compemies.  Unless  otherwise 
noted,  such  activities  will  be  conducted 
throughout  the  United  States. 

The  application  is  available  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  indicated.  Once  the 
application  has  been  accepted  for 
processing,  it  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  at  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Interested  persons  may 
express  their  views  in  writing  on  the 
question  whether  consummation  of  the 
proposal  can  “reasonably  be  expected  to 
produce  benefits  to  the  public,  such  as 
greater  convenience,  increased 
competition,  or  gains  in  efficiency,  that 
outweigh  possible  adverse  effects,  such 
as  undue  concentration  of  resources, 
decreased  or  imfair  competition, 
conflicts  of  interests,  or  imsound 


banking  practices.’’  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  must  be 
accompanied  by  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  a  written  presentation  would 
not  suffice  in  lieu  of  a  hearing, 
identifying  specifically  any  questions  of 
fact  that  are  in  dispute,  siunmarizing  the 
evidence  that  would  be  presented  at  a 
hearing,  and  indicating  how  the  party 
commenting  would  be  aggrieved  by 
approval  of  the  proposal. 

Comments  regarmng  the  application 
must  be  received  at  the  Reserve  Bank 
indicated  or  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors  not  later  than  August  9, 1993. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of 
Richmond  (Lloyd  W.  Bostian.  Jr.,  Senior 
Vice  President)  701  East  Byrd  Street. 
Richmond,  Virginia  23261: 

1.  Crestar  Financial  Corporation, 
Richmond,  Virginia;  to  acquire  Internet, 
Inc.,  Reston,  Virginia,  and  thereby 
engage  in  proving  electronic  network 
and  switching  services  pursuant  to  § 
225.25(b)(7)  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
System,  July  20, 1993. 

Jennifer  J.  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

(FR  Doc  93-17672  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
MLUNQ  CODE  S210-«1-f 


Robert  Timothy  Monnig,  et  ai.;  Change 
In  Bank  Control  Notices;  Acquisitions 
of  Shares  of  Banks  or  Bank  Holding 
Companies 

The  notificants  listed  below  have 
applied  under  the  Change  in  Bank 
Control  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1817(j))  and  § 
225.41  of  the  Board’s  Regulation  Y  (12 
CFR  225.41)  to  acquire  a  bank  or  bank 
holding  company.  *1110  factors  that  are 
considered  in  acting  on  the  notices  are 
set  forth  in  paragraph  7  of  the  Act  (12 
U.S.C.  1817(j)(7)). 

The  notices  are  available  for 
immediate  inspection  at  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  indicated.  Once  the 
notices  have  been  accepted  for 
processing,  they  will  also  be  available 
for  inspection  at  the  offices  of  the  Board 
of  Governors.  Interested  persons  may 
express  their  views  in  writing  to  the 
Reserve  Bank  indicated  for  that  notice 
or  to  the  offices  of  the  Board  of 
Governors.  Comments  must  be  received 
not  later  than  August  16, 1993. 

A.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas 
City  Qohn  E.  Yorke,  Senior  Vice 
President)  925  Grand  Avenue.  Kansas 
City,  Missoiui  64198: 

1.  Robert  timothy  Monnig  and  Carol 
Ann  Monnig,  to  acquire  an  additional 
1.9  percent  for  a  total  of  12.9  percent; 
Thomas  Henry  Monnig  and  Natalie  Ann 
Monnig,  to  acquire  an  additional  1.9 
percent  for  a  total  of  8.6  percent;  and 
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John  Joseph  Monnig  and  Jennifer  Ann 
Monnig  to  acquire  an  additional  1.9 
percent  for  a  total  of  9.5  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Bancsht^  of  Glasgow, 
Glasgow,  Missouri,  and  thereby 
indiractly  acquire  Tri-County  Trust 
Company,  Glasgow,  Missouri.  All 
acquiring  parties  are  from  Glasgow, 
Missouri. 

B.  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  San 
Francisco  (Kenneth  R.  Binning, 

Director,  Bank  Holding  Company)  101 
Market  Street,  San  Fraj^sco,  California 
94105: 

1.  Benjamin  Namatinia,  Portland, 
Oregon;  to  acquire  10  percent  of  the 
voting  shares  of  Cowlitz 
Bancorporation,  Longview,  Washington, 
and  thereby  indirectly  acquire  The 
Cowlitz  Bank,  Longview,  Washington. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Resmve 
System,  July  20. 1093. 

JeanifcrMelmson. 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc  93-17673  Piled  7-23-93;  8;45  am) 

sauNQ  coos  saioet-s 


GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

Information  Resources  Management 
Service 

Federal  Telecommunications 
Standards 

ACTION;  Notice  of  adoption  of  standard. 

SUMMARY:  The  purpose  of  this  notice  is 
to  announce  the  aaoption  of  a  Federal 
Telecommunications  Standard  (FED- 
STD).  FED-STD  1049, 
“Telecommtmications:  HF  Radio 
Automatic  Operation  in  Stressed 
Environments,  Section  1:  Linking 
Protection”  is  approved  and  will  he 
published. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Robert  T.  Adair,  Institute  for 
Telecommunication  Sciences,  National 
Telecommunications  and  Information 
Administration,  telephone  (303)  497- 
3723. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  SIFORMATION: 

1.  The  general  Services 
Administration  (GSA)  is  responsible, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended,  for  the  Federal 
Standardization  Program.  On  August  14, 
1972,  the  Administrates  of  GSA 
designated  the  National 
Commimications  System  (NCS)  as  the 
responsible  agent  for  the  development 
of  telecommunications  standards  for 
NCS  interoperability  and  the  non¬ 
computer  communication  interface. 


2.  On  March  13, 1992,  a  notice  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Roister  (57 
FR  50)  that  a  proposed  Federal 
Telecommunications  Standard  1049 
entitled  ‘Telecommunications;  HF 
Radio  Automatic  Operation  in  Stressed 
Environments,  Section  1:  Linking 
Protection"  was  being  proposed  for 
Federal  use. 

3.  The  Justification  package  as 
approved  by  the  Deputy  Assistant  ^ 
Sectary  of  Defense  (Defense-wide  C3). 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defense  was  presented  to  GSA  by  NCS 
with  a  recommendation  for  adoption  of 
the  standard.  These  data  are  a  part  of  the 
public  record  and  are  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  Office  of 
Technology  and  Standards.  National 
Commxmications  System,  Washington, 
DC  20305-2010. 

4.  A  copy  of  the  standard  is  provided 
as  an  attac^ent  to  this  notice. 

Interested  parties  may  ptuchase  the 
standard  from  GSA,  acting  as  agent  for 
the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 
Copies  are  for  sale  at  the  GSA  Federal 
Supply  Service  Bureau  (FSSB), 
Specifications  Section,  suite  8100, 490 
E^  L‘Enfant  Plaza  SW.,  Washington, 

DC  20407;  telephone  (202)  755-0325. 

Dated:  May  14, 1993. 

G.  Martin  Wagner, 

Acting  Commissioner. 

FED-STD  1049 

Federal  Standard  Telaconununicationt:  HF 
Radio  Automatic  Operation  in  Streaaed 
Environments,  Section  1:  i-tnlrfng  Protection 

1.  Scope.  The  terms  and  accompanying 
definitions  contained  in  this  standard  are 
drawn  firom  authoritative  non-Govemment 
sources  such  as  the  International 
Telecommunication  Union,  the  International 
Organization  for  Standardization,  the 
Telecommxmications  Industry  Association, 
and  the  American  National  Standards 
Institute,  as  well  as  from  numerous 
authoritative  U.S.  Government  publications. 
The  Federal  Telecommunications  Standards 
Committee  (FTSC)  HF  Radio  Standards 
Development  Working  Group  (SDWG) 
developed  a  fismily  of  High  Frequency 
Automatic  Link  Establis^ent  (ALE) 
specifications  that  defines  the  necessary 
technical  parameters  for  autcnnatic  link 
establishment  for  HF  radio  connections. 
Federal  Standard  1049/1  is  one  of  the  family 
of  standards  to  be  used  in  conjunction  with 
the  interoperability  criteria  for  HF  radio 
automatic  operation. 

1.1.  Applicability.  All  federal  departments 
and  agencies  riiall  use  Federal  Standard 
1049/1  as  the  authmitative  sourea  of 
definitions  for  terms  used  in  the  preparation 
of  all  telecranmimications  documentation. 
The  use  of  this  standard  by  all  Federal 
departments  and  agencies  is  mandatory. 

1.2.  Purpose.  The  purpose  of  this  standard 
is  to  improve  the  Federal  acquisition  process 
by  providing  Federal  departments  and 
agencies  a  comprehensive,  authoritative 


source  of  definitions  of  terms  and  link 
protection  parameters,  and  to  prevent  the 
establishment  of  unauthorized  HF  radio  links 
or  the  unauthorized  manipxdation  of 
legitimate  HF  radio  automatic  link 
establishment 

2.  Requirements  and  Applicable 
Documents.  The  HF  radio  terms  and 
definitions  constitute  this  standard,  and  ate 
to  be  applied  to  the  design  and  procurement 
of  ALE  automated  radio  equipment  requiring 
operations  in  stressed  environments.  llMre 
are  a  femily  of  Federal  Telecommunications 
Standards  and  proposed  HF  radio  automatic 
link  establishment  standards  that  may  be 
applicable  to  implementation  of  this  standard 
and  these  are  listed  in  the  standard. 

3.  Use.  All  Federal  departments  and 
agencies  shall  use  this  standard  in  the  design 
and  procurement  of  ASLE  automated  radio 
equipment.  Only  after  determining  that  a 
requirement  is  not  included  in  this  document 
may  other  sources  be  used. 

4.  Effective  Date.  The  use  of  this  approved 
stands^  by  U.S.  government  departments 
and  agencies  is  mandatory,  efiective  180  days 
following  the  publication  ^te  of  this 
standard. 

5.  Changes.  When  a  Federal  department  or 
agency  considers  that  this  stands^  does  not 
‘provide  for  its  essential  needs,  a  statement 
citing  inadequacies  shall  be  sent  in  duplicate 
to  the  General  Services  Administration 
(KMR),  Washington,  DC  20405,  in  aooxdance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Infonnation  Resources  Management 
Regulation,  Subpart  201-20.3.  The  Genoal 
Services  Administration  will  determine  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken  and  will  notify 
the  agency. 

Federal  departments  and  agencies  are 
encouraged  to  submit  updates  and 
corrections  to  this  standard,  which  will  be 
considered  for  the  next  revision  of  this 
standard.  The  General  Services 
Administration  has  delected  the 
compilation  of  suggested  changes  to  the 
National  Communications  System  whose 
address  is  given  below:  Office  of  the 
Manager,  National  Communicatioiu  System, 
Office  of  Technology  and  Standards, 
Washington,  DC  20305-2010. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17650  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNQ  COOK  aS20-4S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Centers  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention 

CDC  Advisory  Committee  on  the 
Prevention  of  HiV  Infection, 
Subcommittee  on  Developing 
Partnerships  for  HIV  Prevent^; 
Request  for  Comments 

AGENCY:  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention  (CE)C),  Public  Health 
Service.  HHS. 

ACTION:  Request  for  comments. 

SUMMARY:  A  subcommittee  to  the  CDC 
Advisory  Committee  on  the  Prevention 
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of  HIV  Infection  (CDC  ACTHI)  has  been 
established  to  conduct  a  review  and 
evaluation  of  CDC*s  HIV  prevention 
partnerships.  The  Subcommittee  on 
Developing  Partnerships  for  HIV 
Prevention  has  enlisted  the  assistance  of 
a  number  of  experts  in  identifying  the 
areas  to  be  addressed  in  the  review 
process. 

During  public  meetings  held  in  May, 
June,  and  July  1993,  the  subcommittee 
and  consultants  reviewed  the  type, 
extent,  and  quality  of  partnerships 
between  CDC  and  nongovernmental 
oi^anizations  in  planning  and 
implementing  comprehensive  HIV 
prevention  programs. 

In  order  to  assure  the  broadest 
possible  input  into  this  process,  the 
CDC  ACPin  requests  comments  from 
interested  parties  on  the  following 
questions: 

(1)  What  can  CDC  do  to  promote  and/ 
or  enhance  HIV  prevention  partnerships 
among  CDC,  targeted  populations, 

NGOs,  and  state  and  local  health 
departments? 

(2)  What  are  the  effective 
characteristics  of  these  partnerships? 
(How  are  roles  differentiated?) 

(3)  What  should  CDC  do  to  best  as.sess 
and  meet  the  diverse  technical 
assistance  needs  of  NGOs,  and  state  and 
local  health  departments? 

(4)  What  should  CDC  do  to  further 
integrate  HIV/STD/TB/Substance  Abuse 
prevention  activities? 

DATES:  Please  provide  written  comments 
by  August  25, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to:  Chair,  CDC  Advisory 
Committee  on  the  Prevention  of  HIV 
Infection,  c/o  Centers  for  Disease 
Control  and  Prevention  (CDC),  1600 
Clifton  Road,  NE.,  Mailstop  E-40, 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30333. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Connie  Granoff,  Committee  Assistant, 
Office  of  the  Associate  Director  for  HIV/ 
AIDS,  CDC,  1600  Clifton  Road,  NE., 
Mailstop  E-40,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30333, 
telephone  (404)  639-2918. 

Dated:  July  19, 1993. 

Lsilene  H.  Newton, 

Acting  Associate  Director  for  h4anagewent 
and  Operations  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
and  Prevention  (CDC). 

[FR  Doc.  93-17658  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BMXINa  COOC  4ts»-ts-p 


CDC  Advisory  Committee  on  the 
Prevention  of  HIV  Infection, 
Subcommittee  on  Improving  Public 
Understanding  of  the  HIV  Epidemic; 
Requeet  for  Comments 

AGENCY:  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention  (CDC),  Public  Health 
Service,  HHS. 

ACTION:  Request  ftv  comments. 


SUMMARY:  A  subcommittee  to  the  QX] 
Advisory  Committee  on  the  Prevention 
of  HIV  Infection  (CDC  ACPHI)  has  been 
established  to  conduct  a  review  and 
evaluation  of  CDC’s  HIV  public 
information  activities.  The 
Subcommittee  on  Improving  Public 
Understanding  of  the  HIV  Epidemic  has 
enlisted  the  assistance  of  a  number  of 
experts  in  identifying  the  areas  to  be 
addressed  in  the  review  process. 

During  public  meetings  held  in  May 
and  June  1993,  the  subcommittee 
examined  four  issues  that  are  central  to 
the  success  of  CDC’s  public  information 
activities:  Vision,  intended  audiences, 
systems,  and  evaluation. 

In  order  to  assure  the  broadest 
possible  input  into  this  review  process, 
the  CIX3  ACPHI  requests  comments 
from  interested  parties  on  the  following 
questions: 

(1)  What  role  can  communications 
play  in  the  public’s  understanding  of 
HIV? 

(2)  What  groups  need  to  be  reached 
through  communications? 

(3)  What  infrastructure  is  needed  to 
coordinate  the  activities  of  CDC,  its 
grantees,  and  the  larger  community? 

(4)  How  will  success  be  measured? 

DATES:  Please  provide  written  comments 
by  August  25, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to:  Chair,  CDC  Advisory 
Committee  on  the  Prevention  of  HTV 
Infection,  c/o  Centers  for  Disease 
Control  and  Prevention  (CDC),  1600 
Clifton  Road,  NE.,  Mailstop  E^O, 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30333. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Connie  Granoff,  Committee  Assistant. 
Office  of  the  Associate  Director  for  HIV/ 
AIDS.  CDC,  16U0  Clifton  Road.  NE.. 
Mailstop  E-40.  Atlanta.  Georgia  30333, 
telephone  (404)  639-2918. 

Dated;  July  19, 1993. 

Ladene  H.  Newton, 

Acting  Associate  Director  for  Manogjement 
and  Operations.  Centers  far  Disease  Control 
and  Prevention  (CDC). 

IFR  Doc.  93-17661  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
aauNG  CODE  4iaa-te-e 


CDC  Advisory  Committee  on  the 
Prevention  of  HIV  infection. 
Subcommittee  on  Monitoring  the  HIV/ 
AIDS  Epidemic;  Request  for 
Comments 

AGENCY:  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention  (CDC),  Public  Health 
Service,  HHS. 

ACTION:  Request  for  comments. 

SUMMARY:  A  subcommittee  to  the  CDC 
Advisory  Committee  on  the  Prevention 
of  HIV  Infection  (CDC  ACPHI)  has  been 
established  to  conduct  a  review  and 
evaluation  of  CDC’s  HIV  surveillance 
activities.  The  Subcommittee  on 
Monitoring  the  HTV/AIDS  Epidemic  has 
enlisted  the  assistance  of  a  number  of 
experts  in  identifying  the  areas  to  be 
addressed  in  the  review  process. 

During  meetings  in  April,  July,  and 
Septeml^r  1993,  the  subcommittee  is 
examining  CEXD  efforts  to  assess  (1) 
sexual  and  drug-use  behavior  associated 
with  HTV  transmission,  (2)  occupational 
exposures  associated  with  HIV 
transmission,  and  (3)  HIV  infection  and 
associated  morbidity  and  mortality. 

In  order  to  assure  the  broadest 
possible  input  into  this  review  process, 
the  CDC  ACPHI  requests  comments 
from  interested  parties  on  these 
surveillance  elements.  In  considering 
these  monitoring  activities,  the 
following  questions  should  be 
addressed: 

(1)  What  are  the  critical  information 
needs  of  public  health  agencies  that  can 
be  met  through  surveillance  sj^ems,  in 
order  to: 

a.  Assess  the  HIV  epidemic,  including 
sexual  and  drug-use  behaviors 
associated  with  HIV  transmission, 
occupational  exposures  to  HIV,  and  HTV 
infections  and  resulting  diseases. 

b.  Target  programs  to  improve 
services  for  at-risk  and  infected 
populations, 

c.  Link  at-risk  and  infected  persons  to 
ongoing  services, 

d.  Evaluate  the  effectiveness  of 
prevention  programs  (including 
prevention  of  new  infections  and 
prevention  of  complications  in  infected 
persons)? 

(2)  How  do  information  needs  differ 
for  local,  state,  and  national  agencies? 
What  is  the  most  effective  way  for 
surveillance  systems  to  meet  these 
multiple  needs,  protect  the 
confidentiality  of  at-risk  or  infacted 
individuals,  and  promote  the  delivery  of 
preventive  health  services? 

DATES:  Please  provide  written  comments 
by  August  25, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to:  Chair,  CDC  Advisory 
Committee  on  the  Prevention  of  HIV 
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Infection,  do  Centers  for  Disease 
Control  and  Prevention  (CDC),  1600 
Clifton  Road,  NE.,  Mailstop  E-40, 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30333. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Connie  Granoff,  Committee  Assistant, 
Office  of  the  Ai»ociate  Director  for  HIV/ 
AIDS,  CDC,  1600  Clifton  Road.  NE., 
Mailstop  E-40,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30333, 
telephone  (404)  639-2918. 

Dated:  July  19, 1993. 

Ladena  H.  Newton, 

Acting  Associate  Director  for  Management 
and  Operations,  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
and  Prevention  (CDC). 

(FR  Doc.  93-17662  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUINO  OOOC  4iaO-1S-F 


CDC  Advisory  Committee  on  the 
Prevention  of  HiV  infection, 
Subcommittee  on  Preventing  Risk 
Behaviors  Among  Schooi  Students; 
Request  for  Comments 

AGENCY:  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention  (CDC),  Public  Health 
Service.  HHS. 

ACTION:  Request  for  comments. 

SUMMARY:  A  subcommittee  to  the  CDC 
Advisory  Committee  on  the  Prevention 
of  HIV  Infection  (CDC  ACPHI)  has  been 
established  to  conduct  a  review  and 
evaluation  of  CDC’s  HIV  prevention 
programs  directed  toward  school 
students.  The  Subcommittee  on 
Preventing  Risk  Behaviors  Among 
School  Students  has  enlisted  the 
assistance  of  a  number  of  experts  in 
identifying  the  areas  to  be  addressed  in 
the  review  process. 

During  meetings  in  June,  July,  and 
September  1993,  the  subcommittee  is 
examining  CDC  efiorts  to  reduce 
behaviors  among  the  school-aged 
population  that  place  them  at  risk  of 
HIV  infection. 

In  order  to  assure  the  broadest 
possible  input  into  this  review  process, 
the  CDC  ACPHI  requests  comments 
horn  interested  parties  on  the  following 
questions: 

1.  What  are  the  best  ways  for  CDC  to 
maintain  a  particular  focus  on  HIV 
prevention  among  young  people  while 
promoting  comprehensive  school-based 
and  community-based  prevention 
strategies? 

2.  What  future  strategies  could  CDC 
employ  to  forge  stronger  linkages 
between  the  fields  of  health  and 
education  at  the  state  and  local  levels  in 
both  policy  and  practice? 

3.  Many  Federal  programs  aim  to 
prevent  HIV  infection  and  other 
important  health  problems  among 
young  people.  What  more,  if  anything, 
should  CDC  do  to  better  coordinate 


these  efforts  within  CDC  as  well  as  with 
other  Federal  agencies? 

4.  Are  CDC  resources  to  prevent  risk 
behaviors  among  school-aged  youth:  (a) 
Appropriately  allocated  among  the 
various  strategies  being  employed,  (b) 
appropriately  allocated  based  on 
geographic  and  demographic  data,  and 
(c)  appropriately  allocated  for  college- 
aged  youth  and  youth  in  high-risk 
situations? 

5.  Schools  are  not  the  only 
institutions  that  influence  adolescent 
behaviors.  What  more,  if  anything, 
should  CDC  do  to  reach  out  to  various 
audiences  such  as  families,  non¬ 
governmental  agencies,  community- 
based  organizations  that  serve  youth, 
imiversities,  philanthropies,  the  media, 
and  the  general  public  to  improve  HIV 
prevention  and  other  health  promotion 
strategies  aimed  at  young  people? 

6.  Are  CDC  efforts  to  follow  up, 
evaluate,  and  use  evaluation  data  to 
improve  its  strategies  to  prevent  HIV 
infection  and  other  important  health 
risks  am(^  young  people  appropriate? 

7.  Are  CDC  strategies  to  prevent  HTV 
infection  and  other  important  health 
risks  among  young  people  appropriate 
with  respect  to  public  health  research, 
state  of  the  art  practices.  Federal  policy, 
and  diverse  societal  expectations? 

DATES:  Please  provide  written  comments 
by  August  25. 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to:  Chair,  CEKD  Advisory 
Committee  on  the  Prevention  of  HFV 
Infection,  do  Centers  for  Disease 
Control  and  Prevention  (CDC),  1600 
Clifton  Road,  NE.,  Mailstop  E^O. 
Atlanta.  Georgia  30333. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Connie  Granoff,  Committee  Assistant, 
Office  of  the  Associate  Director  for  HFV/ 
AIDS,  CDC,  1600  Clifton  Road.  NE., 
Mailstop  E-40,  Atlanta.  Georgia  30333, 
telephone  (404)  639-2918. 

Dated:  July  19, 1993. 

Ladene  H.  Newton, 

Acting  Associate  Director  for  Management 
and  Operations,  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
and  Prevention  (CDC). 

IFR  Doc.  93-17659  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BttXING  cooe  4160-1»-P 


CDC  Advisory  Committee  on  the 
Prevention  of  HiV  infection, 
Subcommittee  on  Promoting 
Knowledge  of  Serostatus  (Counseling, 
Testing,  Referral,  Partner  Notification); 
Request  for  Comments 

AGENCY:  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention  (CDC),  Public  Health 
Service,  HHS. 

ACTION:  Request  for  comments. 


SUMMARY:  A  subcommittee  to  the  CDC 
Advisory  Committee  on  the  Prevention 
of  HIV  Infection  (CDC  ACPHI)  has  been 
established  to  conduct  a  review  and 
evaluation  of  CDC’s  HIV  cotmseling. 
testing,  referral  and  partner  notification 
(CTRPN)  programs.  The  Subcommittee 
on  Promoting  Knowledge  of  Serostatus 
(Counseling,  Testing,  Referral,  Partner 
Notification)  has  enlisted  the  assistance 
of  a  number  of  experts  in  identifying  the 
areas  to  be  addressed  in  the  review 
process. 

During  meetings  in  May.  June,  July, 
and  September  1993,  the  subcommittee 
is  reviewing  and  evaluating  CDC’s  HIV 
antibody  counseling,  testing,  referral 
and  partner  notification  programs  to 
determine  how  well  these  programs 
provide  persons  at  risk  a  convenient 
opportunity  to: 

(a)  Learn  their  HIV  serostatus. 

(b)  Receive  HFV  prevention 
counseling. 

(c)  Obtain  referrals  for  additional 
prevention  and  other  services. 

(d)  Assist  sex  and  needle-sharing 
partners  in  receiving  prevention 
services  and  referrals. 

In  order  to  assure  the  broadest 
possible  input  into  this  process,  the 
CDC  ACPIff  requests  comments  fi'om 
interested  parties  on  the  following 
questions: 

(1)  What  should  be  the  ideal  goals  for 
the  CDC  HFV  CTRPN  program  as  well  as 
each  component  (counseling,  testing, 
referral,  and  partner  notification).  What 
should  be  the  relative  emphasis  of  each 
component? 

(2)  How  should  progress  be 
measured? 

(3)  How  well  does  the  current 
program  meet  the  ideal  goals? 

(4)  How  should  the  program  be 
changed  to  meet  the  ideal  goals? 

(5)  What  should  be  the  relative 
investment  and  priority  of  CTRPN  in 
relationship  to  other  I^  prevention 
programs  and  activities? 

(6)  What  information  and  data  do 
CDC,  health  departments,  and  service 
providers  need  to  continually  improve 
the  program? 

(7)  What  are  the  impediments  to 
improving  the  program  and  achieving 
the  ideal  goals? 

DATES:  Please  provide  written  comments 
by  August  25, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
addressed  to:  Chair.  CDC  Advisory 
Committee  on  the  Prevention  of  HFV 
Infection,  do  Centers  for  Disease 
Control  and  Prevention  (CDC),  1600 
Clifton  Road.  NE.,  Mailstop  E^O. 
Atlanta,  Georgia  30333. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Connie  Granoff,  Committee  Assistant. 
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Office  of  the  Associate  Director  for  HIV/ 
AIDS.  CDa  1600  Clifton  Road.  NE.. 
Mailstop  E-40.  Atlanta.  Georgia  30333. 
telephone  (404)  639-2918. 

Dated:  July  19. 1993. 

Ladene  H.  Newrton. 

Acting  Associate  Director  for  Management 
and  derations.  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
and  Prevention  (CDC). 

[FR  Doc.  93-17660  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BtLUNQ  cooe  4ie»-is-r 


Maryland  entered  Judgment  against  Mr. 
Juan  Manuel  Rodriguez  far  one  count  of 
obstruction  of  an  agency  proceeding,  a 
Federal  felony  offense  imder  18  U.S.C 
1505.  The  basis  for  this  conviction  was 
Mr.  Rodriguez*  act  of  fabricating  a  log 
book  in  o^er  to  match  fabricate 
records.  This  log  book  was  then 
furnished  to  FDA  during  an  inspection 
of  the  pharmaceutical  fim  ^lich  had 
previously  employed  Mr.  Rodriguez. 

Followmg  tms  conviction,  on  April  7. 
1993,  FDA  served  Mr.  Rodriguez  a 
notice  proposing  to  permanently  debar 
him  from  providing  services  in  any 
capacity  to  a  person  that  has  an 
approved  or  pending  drug  product 
application  and  offered  him  an 
opportunity  for  a  hearing  on  the 
proposal.  FDA  based  the  proposal  on  its 
finding  that  Mr.  Rodriguez*  conduct 
leading  to  his  conviction  under  18 
U.S.C.  1505  related  to  the  development, 
approval,  and  the  regulation  of  a  drug 
product.  Mr.  Rodriguez  did  not  request 
a  hearing.  His  failiire  to  request  a 
hearing  constitutes  a  waiver  of  his 
opportunity  for  a  hearing  and  a  waiver 
of  any  contentions  concerning  his 
debament. 

n.  Findings  and  Order 

Therefore,  as  Deputy  Commissioner 
for  Operations,  under  section  306(a)  of 
the  act,  and  under  authority  delegated  to 
me  (21  CFR  5.20),  I  find  that  Mr.  Juan 
Manuel  Rodriguez  has  been  convicted  of 
a  felony  imder  Federal  law  for  conduct 

(1)  relating  to  the  development  and 
approval,  including  the  process  for 
development  and  approval,  of  a  drug 
product  (21  U.S.C.  335a(a)(2)(A));  and 

(2)  relating  to  the  regulaticm  of  a  drug 
piquet  (21  U.S.C  335a(a)(2)(B)). 

As  a  result  of  the  foregoing  findings, 
Mr.  Juan  Manuel  Rodriguez  is 
permanently  debarred  ^m  providing 
services  in  any  capacity  to  a  person  vrith 
an  approved  or  pending  drug  product 
application  under  sections  505,  507, 

512,  or  802  of  the  act  (21  U.S.C  355, 

357,  360b,  or  382),  or  under  section  351 
of  the  Public  Health  Service  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  262),  effective  July  26, 1993  (21 
U.S.C.  335a(c)(l)(B)  and  (c)(2)(A)(ii)  and 
21  U.S.C  321(ee)).  Any  person  with  an 
approved  or  pending  drug  product 
application  who  knowingly  uses  the 
services  of  Mr.  Rodriguez  in  any 
capacity  during  his  period  of  debarment 
will  be  subject  to  civil  money  penalties. 
If  Mr.  Rodriguez  during  his  period  of 
debarment  provides  services  in  any 
capacity  to  a  person  with  an  approved 


or  pending  drug  product  application,  he 
will  be  subject  to  dvil  money  penalties. 
In  addition,  FDA  will  not  accept  or 
review  any  abbreviated  new  d^g 
application  or  abbreviated  antibiotic 
drug  application  from  Mr.  Rodriguez 
during  his  period  of  debarment 

Any  application  by  Mr.  Rodriguez  for 
termination  of  debarment  xinder  section 
306(dl(4)  of  the  act  should  be  identified 
with  Docket  No.  92N-0456  and  sent  to 
the  Dockets  Management  Branch 
(address  above).  All  such  submissions 
are  to  be  filed  in  four  copies.  The  public 
availability  of  information  in  these 
submissions  is  governed  by  21  CFR 
10.20(J).  Publicly  available  sulxnissions 
may  be  seen  in  the  Dockets  Management 
Branch  between  9  a.m.  and  4  p.m.. 
Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  July  13, 1993. 

Jane  E,  Henney, 

Deputy  Commissioner  for  Operations. 

[FR  Doc  93-17645  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BUIMO  CODE  4tao-«t-F 


[Docket  No.  93N-02631 

Forest  Pharmaceutieds,  inc,.  Et  Al.; 
Withdrawal  of  Approval  of  24 
Abbreviated  New  Drug  Applications 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  withdrawing 
approval  of  24  abbreviated  new  drug 
applications  (ANDA*s).  The  holders  of 
the  ANDA's  notified  the  agency  In 
writing  that  the  drug  products  were  no 
longer  marketed  and  requested  that  the 
approval  of  the  applicAticns  be 
withdrawn. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  25, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Lola 
E.  Batson,  Center  for  Drug  Evaluation 
and  Research  (HFD-360),  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  7500  Standish  Pi., 
Rockville,  MD  20855,  301-295-8038. 

SUPPLEI/KNTARY  MFORMATION:  The 
holders  of  the  ANDA*8  listed  in  the  table 
in  this  document  have  informed  FDA 
that  these  drug  products  are  no  longer 
marketed  and  have  requested  that  FDA 
withdraw  approval  of  the  applications. 
The  applicants  have  also,  by  their 
request,  waived  their  opportimity  for  a 
hearing. 


Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[Docket  Na  92N-0456] 

Juan  Manuel  Rodriguez;  Rnal 
Debarment  Order 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Deputy  Commissioner  for 
Operations  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  is  issuing  a  final 
order  imder  section  306(a)(2)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(the  act)  (21  U.S.C.  335a(a)(2)) 
permanently  debarring  Juan  Manuel 
Rodriguez,  200-26  45di  Dr.,  Bayside, 

NY  11362,  from  providing  services  in 
any  capacity  to  a  person  ffiat  has  an 
approved  or  pending  drug  product 
application.  The  Deputy  ^mmissioner 
bases  this  order  on  a  finding  that  Mr. 
Rodriguez  was  convicted  of  a  felony 
imder  Federal  law  for  conduct  relating 
to  the  development  and  approval, 
including  the  process  for  development 
and  approval,  of  a  drug  product;  and 
relating  to  the  regulation  of  a  drug 
product  under  the  act  Mr.  Rodriguez 
has  failed  to  request  a  hearing  and, 
therefore,  has  waived  his  opportunity 
for  a  hearing  concerning  this  action. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  26, 1993. 
ADDRESSES:  Application  for  termination 
of  debarment  to  the  Dockets 
Management  Branch  (HFA-305),  Food 
and  Dimg  Administration,  12420 
Parklawn  Dr.,  rm.  1-23,  Rockville,  MD 
20857. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Megan  L  Foster,  Center  for  Drug 
Evaluation  and  Research  (HFD-366), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  7500 
Standish  PI.,  Rockville,  MD  20855,  301- 
295-8041. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

On  July  24, 1992,  the  United  States 
District  Court  for  the  District  of 
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ANOANo. 


Drug 


Applicant 


63-754 


Phendimetrazine  tartrate  tablets,,  35  mllligrame  (mg) 


83-889  _  Metharnphetamlne  hydrochloride  tablets,  10  mg . 

83-989  ...........  Ttipelennamine  hydrochloride  Tablets,  USP,  50  mg 


Forest  Pharmaceuticais,  Inc.,  150  East  58th  St,  New 
York,  NY  10155-  0015. 

Lemmon  Co.,  650  CathHI  Rd.,  SellersviHe,  PA  18960. 
Heather  Drug  Co.,  do  Lachinen  Consultant  Services, 
Inc.,  100  Stewart  Ave.,  Westbury,  NY  11590. 


84- 667 

85- 355 

86- 012 
86-359 
86-665 


Methyltestoeterone  capsules,  USP,  10  mg . 

Dextroemphetamine  sulfate,  USP,  15  mg . 

Sulfamethizole  Tablets,  1.0  mj] . 

Methamphetamine  hydrochloride  tablets,  5  mg  . 

Pherx)barbital,  16.2  mg;  Hyoscyamine  sulfate,  0.1037  mg;  ScopoF 
amirte  hydrobromide,  0.0065  mg;  arxl  Atropine  sulfate,  0.01  M  mg 


Do. 

Lemmon  Co. 

Foreet  Phannaceuticals,  Inc. 
Lemmon. 

Forest  Pharmaceuticals,  Inc. 


tablets. 


87-809 

87-990 

87-991 

87- 992 

88- 047 
88-322 

88-336 

88-351 

88-352 

88-480 

88-644 

88-690 

88-692 

88- 845 

89- 377 

89-558 


Acetaminophen  and  hydrocodone  bitaitrate  tablets,  500  mg/5  mg  .... 
Triamcinolone  acetonide  cream,  USP,  0.025%  . 

Triamcinolone  acetonide  cream,  USP,  0.1%  . 

Triamcinolone  acetonide  cream,  USP,  0.5% . 

Ruodnoione  acetonide  solution,  USP,  0.01% . 

Thioridazine  hydrochloride  tablets,  USP,  50  mg . 

Thioridazine  hydrochloride  tablets,  USP,  25  mg . 

Thioridazine  h^rochloride  tablets,  USP,  10  mg . 

Thioridazine  hydrochloride  tablets,  USP,  15  mg . 

Thioridazine  hydrochloride  tablets,  USP,  100  mg . 

DicydoniWne  h^rocNoride  capsules,  USP,  10  mg  . 

Triamcinolone  acetonide  ointment,  USP,  0.1% . 

Triamdnoione  acetonide  ointment,  USP,  0.025% . 

Hydrocortisorte  cream,  USP,  1% . 

Nitroglycerin  transdermal  system,  0.4  mg  per  hour . 


Do. 

Pheumadenm,  Division  of  Altarra  Inc.,  60  Baylis  Rd.,  Mel¬ 
ville,  NY  11747. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Par  Pharmaceutical,  Inc.,  One  Ram  Ridge  Rd.,  Spring 
Valley,  NY  10977. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Lenvnon. 

Pharmaderm. 

Do. 

Do. 

Paco  Pharmaceutical  Services,  1200  Paco  Way,  Lake- 
wood,  NJ  08701. 


Chlordiazepoxide  capsules,  25  mg 


Pioneer  Pharmaceuticais,  Irtc.,  209  40th  St.,  Inrington, 


NJ  07111 


Therefore,  under  section  505(e)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  (Cosmetic  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  355(e)),  and  imder  authority 
delegated  to  the  Director,  (Center  for 
Drug  Evaluation  and  Research  (21  (3FR 
5.82),  approval  of  the  ANDA’s  listed 
above,  and  all  amendments  and 
supplements  thereto,  is  hereby 
withdrawn,  effective  August  25, 1993. 

Dated;  July  13, 1993. 

CariCPeck. 

Director,  Center  for  Drug  Evaluation  and 
Research. 
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Health  Care  Rnancing  Administration 
[OPHC-028-N] 

Health  Maintenance  Organizations: 
Qualification  Determinations  and 
Compliance  Actions  During  the  Period 
January  1, 1993  Through  March  31, 
19^ 

AGENCY:  Health  C^are  Financing 
Administration  (HCFA),  HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  sets  forth  the 
names,  addresses,  service  areas  or 
modified  service  areas,  and  dates  of 
qualification  or  expansion  of  entities 
determined  to  be  Federally  qualified 


health  maintenance  organizations 
(FQHMOs)  during  the  period  January  1, 
1993,  through  March  31, 1993. 
Additionally,  this  notice  sets  forth 
compliance  actions  taken  by  the  Office 
of  Prepaid  Health  Care  Operations  and 
Oversight  for  the  period  January  1, 1993, 
through  March  31, 1993.  This  notice  is 
being  published  in  accordance  with  our 
regulations  set  forth  at  42  CFR  417.144 
and  417.163,  which  require  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register  of  certain 
determinations  relating  to  FQHMOs. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Christine  Boesz,  (202)  619-0840. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

A.  Qualification  Determinations 

As  part  of  our  evaluation  and 
determination  of  whether  an  entity 
qualifies  as  a  Federally  qualified  health 
maintenance  organization  (FQHMO), 
our  regulations  set  forth  at  42  CFR 
417.144(e)  promulgated  imder  title  XIII 
of  the  Public  Heal&  Service  Act  (the 
Act)  (42  U.S.C.  300e),  require 
publication  in  the  F^eral  Register  of 
the  names,  addresses,  and  description  of 
the  service  areas  of  new  FQHMOs.  We 
interpret  this  requirement  as  applying  to 
revisions  of  service  areas  of  currently 
approved  FQHMOs  as  well.  Our  last 
notice  containing  this  information  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
June  2. 1993  (58  FR  31407). 


There  are  three  categories  of 
FQHMOs:  operational,  transitionally 
qualified,  and  pre-operational. 
^finitions  of  these  terms  are  set  forth 
at  42  CFR  417.141. 

The  Office  of  Prepaid  Health  Care 
Operations  and  Oversight  has 
determined  that  the  following  entities 
are  operational  FQHMOs  imder  section 
1310(d)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C.  300o-9(d)) 
or  have  expanded  ^eir  previously 
qualified  ^rvice  areas: 

Expansions  and  Addition  of  Service 
Area  Regional  Components  by  Existing 
FQHMOs 

a.  Prudential  Health  Care  Plan  of 
Illinois  (PruCare)  Illinois)  (Group 
Model,  requirements  are  set  forth  at 
section  1310(b)(1)  of  the  Act),  56  North 
Livingston  Avenue.  Roseland,  New 
Jersey  07068.  PruCare  Illinois’  Federally 
qualified  service  area  has  been 
expanded  to  include  Cook,  Dupage,  and 
Lake  Counties  and  the  following  zip 
codes  in  portions  of  Kane.  McHenry, 
and  Will  Counties: 


Kane  County 


60110  60175. 

60118  60177. 

60120  60505  through  60507. 
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60121  60510. 

60123  60539. 

60134  60542. 

60174. 

The  following  cities  are  included: 

Aurora  .  Ger^eva. 

Barrington  Hills .  Mooseheart. 

Batavia  .  North  Aurora. 

Carpentersville  .  Saint  Charles. 

Dundee  .  Sleepy  Hollow. 

East  Dundee  .  South  Elgin. 

Elgin  .  West  DunDee 


McHenry  County 

60012  through  6001 4  60097. 

60021  60098. 

60050  60102. 

60051  60142. 

.60072. 

The  following  cities  are  included: 

Algonquin  .  Lake  In  The  Hills. 

Cary . .  McHenry. 

Crystal  Lake .  Oakwood  Hills. 

Fox  River  Grove .  Ringwood. 

Huntley .  Wornler  Lake. 

Woodstock. 


Will  County 


60401 

60417 

60421 

60423 

60431  through  60436 


60440  through  60442. 
60448. 

60449. 

60451. 

60468. 


Date  of  qualiiication  for  service  area 
expansion;  March  5, 1993. 

b.  PacifiCare  of  Texas.  Inc  (PcTx) 
(Group  Model,  see  section  1310(b)(1)  of 
the  Act  for  requirements;  Direct 
Contract  Model,  requirements  are  set 
forth  at  section  1310^)(2)(B)  of  the  Act; 
and  Individual  Practice  Association 
Model,  see  definition  and  requirements 
set  forth  respectively  at  sections  1302(5) 
and  1310(b)(2)(A)  of  the  Act).  8200  IH- 
10.  suite  1000,  San  Antonio.  Texas 
78230-3878.  PcTx’s  approved  Federally 
qualified  expansion  beyond  the  current 
Bexar  Coimty  includes  Fort  Bend, 
Harris,  Kendell,  Wharton,  and  Wilson 
Counties  in  their  entirety  and  the 
following  portions  of  Atascosa. 
Colorado,  Comal,  Gonzales,  Guadalupe, 
Lavaca,  Medina,  and  Montgomery 
Counties,  Texas: 


Colorado  County 


78935  . 

.  Alleyton. 

77412  . 

.  Altair. 

78934  . 

.  Columbus. 

77434  . 

.  Eagle  Lake. 

77442  . 

.  Gairwood. 

77460  . 

.  Nada. 

78951  . 

..  Oakland. 

77470  . 

..  Rock  Island. 

77475  . 

..  Sheridan. 

78962  . 

..  Weimar. 

Comal  County 

78163  . 

..  Bulverde. 

78623  . . 

..  Fischer. 

78070  . 

..  Sorino  Branch. 

Gonzales  County 

78603  Bebe . 

..  78685  Ottine. 

78604  Belmont . 

..  78159  Smiley. 

78614  Cost . 

..  78677  Wrightsboro. 

78629  Gonzales . 

..  78959  Waekjer. 

78122  Leesviile . 

78140  Nixon . 

Guadalupe  County 

78108  Cibok) . 

..  78124  Marion. 

78123  McQueeny  ... 

..  78155  New  Berlin. 

78154  . 

..  Schertz. 

Lavaca  County 

77964  Moravia . 

..  77975  Moulton. 

Medina  County 

78009  Castroville  ... 

..  78056  Mico. 

78016  Devine . 

..  78059  Natalia. 

78851  Hondo  . 

..  78066  Riomedina. 

78039  La  Coste  . 

..  78886  Yancey. 

Montgomery  County 

77337  Hufsmith . 

...  77380  Spring. 

77355  Magnolia  . 

...  77381  Spring. 

77362  Rnehurst . 

...  77385  Spring. 

77386  . 

...  Spring. 

Atascosa  County 

78026  . 

78050  . 

.  Leming. 

78952  . 

.  Lytle. 

78064  . 

78065  . 

voluntary  relinquishment  of 
participation  to  be  a  compliance  action 
and  sends  a  notice  of  revocation  to  the 
FQHMO.  Notices  were  sent  during  the 
first  quarter  of  calendar  year  1993  to  the 
following  organizations: 


1/28/93  Voluntary  reOn- 
qulshrnent 
(merger). 


3/25/93  Voluntary  relin¬ 
quishment 


Organization  | 

CIGNA  ! 

Healthplan  of 
Kansas,  Mis¬ 
souri.  Wich¬ 
ita,  Kansas. 
United  Health 
Care  of 

Georgia,  IfK.,  I 
Atlanta,  I 

CAnrniA  t 


2.  Notice  of  Reestablished  Compliance 


Organization 


Date  re- 
estab¬ 
lished 


Date  of  qualification  of  service  area 
expansion:  March  5, 1993. 

B.  Compliance  Actions 

The  Office  of  Prepaid  Health  Care 
Operations  and  Oversight  gives  notice  of 
the  following  compliance  actions 
affecting  FQHMOs  for  the  period 
January  1, 1993,  through  March  31, 

1993: 

1.  Notices  of  Revocation 

The  Office  of  Prepaid  Health  Care 
Operations  end  Oversight  considers 


Companion  Healthcare  Columbia. 

South  Carolina .  2/4/93 

Kaiser  Foundation  Health  Plan  of 
Massachusetts,  Irw.  Oakland, 

California . |  2/9/93 

Kaiser  Foundation  Health  Plan,  j 

Inc.  Northern  California,  Oak-  j 

land,  California .  2/9/93 

Comprecare  Health  Care  Services,  j 

Aurora,  Colorado  .  3/3/93 

Group  Health  Association,  Inc., 
Washington,  D.C.  C. . |  3/25/93 

C.  Availability  of  Additional 
Information 

A  cumulative  list  of  FQHMOs  and 
additional  information  may  be  obtained 
by  writing  to  the  following  address: 
Office  of  Prepaid  Health  Care 
Operations  and  Oversight,  Health  Cara 
Financing  Adminstration,  Room  4406 
Cohen  Building,  330  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20201. 

The  list  also  may  be  obtained  by 
visiting  that  office  between  the  hours  of 
8:30  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday 
through  Friday,  except  for  Federal 
holidays.  Interested  persons  should 
contact  Margie  Sharif  for  an 
appointment,  telephone  (202)  619-0845. 

Authority:  (42  U.S.C  300e)  Title  XIII  of  the 
Public  Health  Service. 

Dated:  July  16, 1993. 

Bruce  C  Vladeck, 

Administrator,  Health  Care  Financing 
Administration. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17642  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
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Health  Resourcea  and  Servfcea 
Admirdatmtlon 

[PH-ao7q 

Program  Announcement  and  Grant 
Orientation;  Conferencea  for  the 
Health  Careera  Opportunity  Program 

The  Health  Resoxirces  and  Services 
Administration  (HRSA)  announces  that 
applications  for  fiscal  year  (FY)  1994 
Health  Carema  Opportunity  Program 
(HCX)P)  grants  are  now  being  accepted 
imder  the  authority  of  section  740 
(previously  section  767)  of  the  Public 
Health  Service  Act.  as  amoided  by 
Public  Law  102-408,  dated  October  13, 
1992. 

Section  740  authorizes  the  Secretary 
to  make  grants  to  and  enter  into 
contracts  with  schools  of  allopathic 
medicine,  osteopathic  medicine,  public 
health,  dentistry,  veterinary  medicine, 
optometry,  pharmacv.  alli^  health, 
chiropractic  and  podiatric  medicine  and 
public  and  nonprofit  private  schools 
which  oflar  graduate  programs  in 
clinical  psy^olpgy  and  other  public  or 
private  nonprofit  health  or  educational 
entities  to  cany  out  programs  which 
assist  individuals  disadvantaged 
backgrounds  to  enter  and  graduate  from 
such  schools.  The  assistance  authorized 
by  the  section  may  be  used  to:  Identify, 
recruit,  and  select  individuals  fiom 
disadvantaged  backgrounds  for 
education  and  training  in  a  health 
profession;  facilitate  the  entry  and 
retention  of  sudi  individuals  in  health 
and  allied  health  professions  schools; 
providing  for  a  period  prior  to  the  entry 
of  such  individuals  into  the  regular 
course  of  education  of  such  a  s^ool, 
preliminary  education  designed  to  assist 
them  to  complete  successfully  such 
regular  course  of  education  at  such  a 
school,  or  referring  such  individuals  to 
institutions  providing  such  preliminary 
educatimi;  and  to  provide  counseling 
and  advice  on  financial  aid  to  assist 
such  individuals  to  complete 
successfully  their  education  at  such 
schools. 

The  Administration’s  FY  1994  budget 
request  for  this  program  is  $30.1 
million.  Of  this  amount,  $18.5  million 
will  be  used  to  continue  support  to  102 
multi-year  projects  funded  in  previous 
years.  It  is  estimated  that  $11.6  million 
will  be  available  to  fund  58  competing 
projects  averaging  $199,000  each. 

The  statute  requires  that,  of  the 
amounts  appropriated  for  any  fiscal 
year,  20  percent  must  be  obligated  for 
stipends  to  disadvantaged  individuals  of 
exceptional  financial  need  who  are 
students  at  schools  of  allopathic 
medicine,  osteopathic  medicine,  or 
dmitistry,  10  percent  must  be  obligated 


to  commimity-based  programs  and  70 
percent  must  be  obligated  for  grants  or 
contracts  to  institutions  of  hi^er 
education.  Not  more  than  five  percent  of 
such  funds  may  be  obligated  for  grants 
and  contracts  having  the  primary 
purpose  of  informing  individuals  about 
the  existence  and  general  nature  of 
health  careers. 

The  legislative  authority  for  this 
program  expires  in  FY  1993.  This 
program  annotmcement  is  subject  to  the 
extension  of  this  authority  and  the 
appropriation  of  funds.  Applicants  are 
advised  that  this  application 
announcement  is  a  contingency  action 
being  taken  to  assure  that  should  the 
authority  be  extended  and  funds 
become  available  for  this  purpose,  they 
can  be  awarded  in  a  timely  fashion 
consistent  with  the  needs  of  the 
program  as  well  as  to  provide  for  an 
even  distribution  of  funds  throughout 
the  fiscal  year. 

Previous  Funding  Experience 

Previous  funding  experience  is 
provided  to  assist  potential  applicants 
to  make  better  informed  decisions 
regarding  submission  of  an  application 
for  this  program.  In  FY  1993,  HRSA 
reviewed  248  applications  for  HCOP 
Grants.  Of  those  applications.  86 
percent  were  approved  and  14  percent 
were  not  recommended  for  further 
consideration.  Seventy -four  projects;  or 
35  percent  of  the  approved  applications, 
were  funded.  In  FY  1992,  HRSA 
reviewed  155  applications  for  HCOP 
Grants.  Of  those  applications.  83 
percent  were  approved  and  17  percent 
were  not  recommended  for  further 
consideration.  Twenty-seven  projects;  or 
21  percent  of  the  approved  applications, 
were  funded. 

To  receive  support,  applicants  must 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  program 
regulations  which  are  located  at  42  CFR 
part  57.  subpart  S.  The  period  of  Federal 
support  will  not  exceed  3  years. 

National  Health  Objectives  For  The 
Year  2000 

The  Public  Health  Service  (PHS)  is 
committed  to  achieving  the  health 
promotion  and  disease  prevention 
objectives  of  Healthy  People  2000,  a 
PHS-led  national  activity  for  setting 
priority  areas.  The  Healdi  Careers 
Opportunity  Program  is  related  to  the 
priority  area  of  Educational  and 
Community-Based  programs.  Potential 
applicants  may  obtain  a  copy  of  Healthy 
People  2000  (Full  Report;  Stock  No. 
017-001-00474-0)  or  Healthy  People 
2000  (Summary  Report;  Stock  No.  017- 
001-00473-1)  through  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents, 
Government  Printing  Office, 


Washington.  DC  20402-9325 
(Telephone  202-783-3238). 

Education  and  Service  Linkage 

As  part  of  its  long-range  planning, 
HRSA  will  be  targeting  its  efforts  to 
strengthening  linkages  between  its  U.S. 
Public  Health  Service  education 
programs  and  programs  which  provide 
comprehensive  pi^ary  care  services  to 
the  underserved. 

Review  Criteria 

The  review  of  applications  will  take 
into  consideration  the  following  criteria: 

(a)  The  degree  to  which  the  proposed 
project  adequately  provides  for  the 
requirements  in  the  program 
regulations; 

(b)  The  number  and  types  of 
individuals  who  can  be  expected  to 
benefit  from  the  project; 

(c)  The  admini^ative  and 
management  ability  of  the  applicant  to 
carry  out  the  proposed  project  in  a  cost 
effective  manner; 

(d)  The  adequacy  of  the  staff  and 
faculty; 

(e)  The  soundness  of  the  budget;  and 

(f)  The  potential  of  the  project  to 
continue  without  further  support  under 
this  program. 

In  addition,  the  following  factor  will 
be  applied  in  determining  the  funding 
of  applications: 

Funding  priorities — favorable 
adjustment  of  aggregate  review  scores 
when  applications  meet  specified 
objective  criteria. 

The  following  funding  priorities  will 
be  used  in  the  distribution  of  grant 
awards  in  FY  1994. 

Statutory  Funding  Priority 

Public  Law  102-408  requires  the 
Secretary  to  give  priority  in  funding  to 
the  following  schools: 

1.  A  school  which  previously  received 
an  HCOP  grant  and  increased  its  first- 
year  enrollment  of  individuals  firom 
disadvantaged  backgrounds  by  at  least 
20  percent  over  that  enrollment  in  the 
base  year  1987  (for  which  the  applicant 
must  supply  data)  by  the  end  of  3  years 
fi-om  the  date  of  the  award  of  the  HCOP 
grant;  and 

2.  A  school  which  had  not  previously 
received  an  HCOP  grant  that  increased 
its  first-year  enrollment  of  individuals 
from  disadvantaged  backgrounds  by  at 
least  20  percent  over  that  enrollment  in 
the  base  year  1987,  (for  which  the 
applicant  must  supply  data)  over  any 
period  of  time  (3  consecutive  years). 

Established  Funding  Priority 

The  following  funding  priority  was 
established  in  fiscal  year  1990  after 
public  comment  at  55  FR  11264,  dated 
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March  27, 1990,  and  is  being  continued 
in  FY 1994,  with  the  exception  that 
wording  related  to  alternative  means  of 
documenting  enrollment  in  terms  of 
increases  and  retention  rates  for 
disadvantaged  students  has  been 
deleted.  Progress  in  these  areas  is 
considered  as  a  part  of  the  merit  review 
process  for  this  program  and  applicants 
will  be  informed  of  relevant  benchmarks 
in  application  materials. 

A  fading  priority  will  be  given  to 
HCOP  applications  from  health 
rofessions  schools  and  from  allied 
ealth  training  centers  for  baccalaureate 
or  higher  level  programs  in  physical 
therapy,  physician  assisting,  respiratory 
therapy,  medical  technology  or 
occupational  therapy  that  have  a 
disadvantaged  student  enrollment  of  35 
percent  or  more. 

It  is  not  required  that  applicants 
request  consideration  for  a  funding 
factor.  Applicants  which  do  not  request 
consideration  of  funding  factors  will  be 
reviewed  and  given  full  consideration 
for  funding. 

In  addition,  consideration  will  be 
given  by  the  Secretary  to  an  equitable 
geographic  distribution  of  projects,  and 
the  assurance  that  a  combination  of  all 
funded  projects  represents  a  reasonable 
proportion  of  the  health  professions 
specihed  in  the  legislation. 

The  applicant  must  indicate  on  the 
upper  right-hand  comer  of  the  face  page 
of  the  application  the  funding  priority 
for  which  the  applicant  wishes 
consideration.  However,  the  final 
determination  of  the  category  of  funding 
priority  will  be  based  on  a  staff 
assessment  of  the  contents  of  the 
proposal.  An  applicant  may  only  be 
given  credit  for  one  funding  priority. 

Definitions 

As  used  in  this  notice: 
“Ckimmunity-based  Program”  means  a 
program  with  organizational 
headquarters  located  in  and  which 
primarily  serves:  a  Metropolitan 
Statistical  Area,  as  designated  by  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget;  a 
Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis,  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce  designated 
nonmetropolitan  economic  area  or  a 
county;  or  Indian  tribe(s)  as  defined  in 
42  CFR  36.102(c),  i.e.,  an  Indian  tribe, 
band,  nation,  rancheria,  Pueblo,  colony 
or  community,  including  an  Alaska 
Native  Village  or  regional  or  village 
corporation. 

“Health  professions  schools”  means 
schools  of  allopathic  medicine, 
dentistry,  osteopathic  medicine, 
pharmacy,  optometry,  podiatric 
medicine,  veterinary  medicine,  public 
health,  chiropractic,  or  graduate 
programs  in  clinical  psychology  and 


health  administration,  as  defined  in 
section  799(1)(A)  and  (1)(B)  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  Act  and  as 
accredited  in  section  7990)(E)  of  the 
Act. 

"Individual  from  a  disadvantaged 
background”  means  an  individud  who: 

(a)  Comes  from  an  environment  that  has 
inhibited  the  individual  from  obtaining 
the  knowledge,  skills  and  abilities 
required  to  enroll  in  and  graduate  from 
a  health  professions  school  or  from  a 
program  providing  education  or  training 
in  an  allied  health  profession  or;  (b) 
comes  from  a  family  with  an  annual 
income  below  a  level  based  on  low- 
income  thresholds  according  to  family 
size,  published  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of 
the  Census,  adjusted  annually  for 
changes  in  the  Consumer  Price  Index 
and  adjusted  by  the  Secretary  for  use  in 
all  health  professions  programs,  42  CFR 
57.1804(b)(2). 

The  following  income  figures 
determine  what  constitutes  a  low- 
income  family  for  purposes  of  these 
Health  Careers  Opportunity  Program 
grants  for  fiscal  year  1994: 


Size  of  parents’  family  r 

Irxxxne  levels 

1  . 

$9,419 

2 . 

12,202 

3 . 

14,523 

4 . 

18,598 

5 . 

21,830 

6  or  more . 

24,648 

1 1ndudes  only  dependents  listed  on  Federal 
income  tax  forms. 

2  Adjusted  gross  income  for  calendar  year 
1993,  rounded  to  nearest  $100. 

"Training  Center  for  allied  health 
professions”  means  a  jimior  college,  or 
college,  or  university  which: 

(a)  Provides  educational  programs 
leading  to  an  associate,  baccalaureate,  or 
higher  degree  needed  to  practice  as  one 
of  the  following: 

Master’s  Degree 

Biostatistician 
Nutritionist 
Social  Worker 

Speech  Pathologist/ Audiologist 

Bachelor’s  Degree 

Biomedical  Engineer 

Blood  Bank  Technologist 

Community  Health  Educator 

Corrective  Therapist 

Cytogenetic  Counselor 

Dental  Hygienist 

Dietitian 

Health  Physicist 

Health  Services  Administrator 

Medical  Illustrator 

Medical  Records  Administrator 

Medical  Technologist 

Microbiology  Technologist 


Occupational  Therapist 
Physical  Therapist 
Primary  Care  Physician  Assistant 
Recreational  Therapist 
Rehabilitation  Counselor 
Sanitarian  (Environmental  Health) 

Associate  Degree 

Clinical  Dietetic  Technician 
Cytotechnologist 
Dental  Assistant 
Dental  Hygienist 
Dental  Laboratory  Technician 
EKG/EEG  Technologist 
Medical  Assistant 
Medical  Laboratory  Technician 
Medical  Records  Technician 
Occupational  Therapy  Assistant 
Ophthalmic  Medical  Assistant 
Ophthalmic  Technologist 
Optometric  Technician 
Orthopedic  Technologist 
Physical  Therapy  Assistant 
Radiologic  Technologist 
Respiratory  Therapy  Technologist 
Sanitarian  Technician 
Surgical  Technologist 

(b)  Provides  training  for  not  less  than 
a  total  of  20  persons  in  the  substantive 
health  portion,  including  clinical 
experience  as  required  for  employment, 
in  three  or  more  of  the  disciplines  listed 
in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  definition  and 
has  a  minimum  of  six  full-time  students 
in  that  portion  of  each  curriculum  by 
October  15  of  the  fiscal  year  of 
application. 

(c)  Has  a  teaching  hospital  as  part  of 
the  grantee  institution  or  is  affiliated 
with  a  teaching  hospital  by  means  of  a 
formal  written  agreement.  The  term 
"teaching  hospital”  includes  other 
settings  which  provide  clinical  or  other 
health  services  if  they  fulfill  the 
requirement  for  clinical  experience 
specified  in  an  allied  health  curriculum. 

Additional  Information 

Requests  for  grant  application 
materials  and  questions  regarding  grants 
policy  and  business  management  issues 
should  be  directed  to:  Ms.  Diane 
Murray.  Grants  Management  Specialist 
(D18),  Bureau  of  Health  Professions. 
Health  Resources  and  Services 
Administration,  Parklawn  Building, 
Room  8C-26.  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20857,  Telephone: 
(301)  443-6857,  FAX:  (301)  443-6343. 

Completed  applications  should  he 
return^  to  the  Grants  Maneigement 
Office  at  the  above  address. 

The  standard  application  form  PHS 
6025-1,  HRSA  Competing  Training 
Grant  Application.  General  Instructions 
and  supplement  for  this  program  have 
been  approved  by  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  under 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act.  The  OMB 
clearance  number  is  0915-0060. 

The  application  deadline  date  is 
Noveml^r  5. 1993.  Applications  will  be 
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considered  to  be  “on  time*'  if  they  are 
either: 

(1)  Received  on  or  before  the  deadline 
date,  or 

(2)  Sent  on  or  before  the  deadline  and 
received  in  time  for  orderly  processing. 

A  legibly  dated  receipt  from  a 
commercial  carrier  or  U.S.  Postal 
Service  will  be  accepted  in  lieu  of  a 
postmark.  Private  metered  postmarks 
shall  not  be  acceptable  as  proof  of 
timely  mailing. 

Late  applications  not  accepted  for 
processing  will  be  returned  to  the 
applicant. 

Grant  Orientation  Conferences 

Grant  applications  and  program 
information  for  the  Health  Careers 
Opportxinity  Program  will  also  be 
provided  through  three  program 
technical  assistance  conferences. 

The  three  conferences  scheduled  in 
September  1993,  will  be  held  as  follows: 

September  0-10, 1993,  Holiday  Inn 
Crowne  Plana.  1750  Rodcville  Pike, 
Rockville,  Maryland  20852,  (301) 
468-1100,  (800)  638-5963. 

Septenfoer  131-14. 1993,  U.S.  Grant 
Hotel,  328  Broadway,  San  Diego, 
CaUfomia  92101,  (619)  232-3121, 

(800) 237-5029. 

September  16-17, 1993  Stouter 
Nashville  Hotel,  611  Commerce 
Street,  Nadiville,  Tennessee  37203- 
7307,  (615)  255-8400. 

Attendees  must  make  their  own 
lodging  arrangemoats.  Expenses 
incurred  by  the  attendees  will  not  be 
supported  by  the  Federal  Government. 

Agenda  items  will  include: 
Application  Preparation  and  Grants 
Management  Policies  and  Procedures. 
Specid  attention  will  be  given  to  the 
development  of  the  three  page  grant 
proposd  summary,  which  is  prepared 
by  the  applicant  and  is  critical  to  the 
objective  review  process. 

Participation  in  the  technical 
assistance  meetings  does  not  assure 
approval  and  fonding  of  prospective 
applications. 

To  obtain  specific  information 
regarding  the  conferences  and  * 
programmatic  aspects  of  this  grant 
program,  direct  inquiries  to:  Mario  A. 
Manecci,  M.P.H.,  Chief,  Health  Careers 
Opportunity  Program.  Program 
C^rdination  Branch,  Division  of 
Disadvantaged  Assistance,  Bureau  of 
Health  Prof^ions,  HRSA,  Parklawn 
Building,  room  8A-09,  5600  Fishers 
Lane.  Rockville,  Maryland  20857, 
Telephcme:  (301)  443-4493,  FAX:  (301) 
443-5242. 

This  program  is  listed  at  93.822  in  the 
Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance. 
It  is  not  subject  to  the  provisions  of 


Executive  Order  12372, 
Intergovernmental  Review  of  Federal 
Programs  (as  implemented  through  45 
CFR  part  100). 

This  program  is  not  subject  to  the 
Public  Health  System  Re{mrting 
Requirements. 

Dated:  June  2, 1993. 

William  A.  Robinson, 

Acting  Administrator. 

(FRDoc.  93-17552  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BRliNQ  CODE  41M-1S-P 


Advisory  Council;  Notice  of  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463),  aimoimcement  is 
made  of  the  followii^  National 
Advisory  body  scheduled  to  meet 
during  the  month  of  September  1993: 

Name:  National  Advisory  Committee  on 
Rural  Health. 

Date  and  Time:  September  20-22, 1993; 

8:30  a.m. 

Place:  The  Hotel  Washington,  15th  and 
Pennsylvania  Avenue.  NW.,  Washington.  DC 
20004-1006,  (202)  638-5900. 

The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public. 

Purpose:  The  Committee  provides  advice 
and  recommendations  to  the  Secretary  with 
respect  to  the  delivery,  financing,  research, 
development  and  administration  of  health 
care  services  in  rural  areas. 

Agenda:  Plenary  session  on  Monday. 
September  20,  will  be  devoted  to  the  theme: 
"Building  Foundations  for  Health  Care 
Reform  in  Rural  Areas."  The  theme  will 
include  discussions  and  presentations  on 
general  infiastructure  development,  network 
development,  and  implications  for  states. 
Monday  afiemoon,  the  Executive  Committee 
will  visit  the  Secretary  of  Health  and  Human 
Services,  Doima  E.  Shalala,  Ph.O.,  in  her 
office  to  discuss  the  Committee  and  its  rural 
health  agenda. 

The  Health  Care  Financing  Work  Group 
will  study  recommendations  regarding 
Medicare  waivers  for  alternative  delivery 
systems,  graduate  medical  education  and 
anti-trust  during  its  sessions  on  Monday 
afternoon  and  all  day  Tuesday.  The 
Education  and  Health  Services  Work  Group 
will  address  substance  abuse  and  mental 
health  services,  and  health  professions 
education  during  the  same  time  period. 

The  meeting  will  end  on  Wednesday, 
September  22,  with  reports  from  the  tw’o 
Work  Groups.  The  entire  meeting  is  open  to 
the  public  with  the  exception  of  the  meeting 
with  the  Secretary. 

Anyone  requiring  information  regarding 
the  subject  Council  should  contact  Jeffery 
Human,  Executive  Secretary,  National 
Advisory  Committee  on  Rural  Health,  Health 
Resources  and  Services  Administration. 
Room  9-05,  Parklawn  Building,  5600  Fishers 
Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20857,  Telephone 
(301)  443-0835,  FAX  (301)  443-2803. 

Persons  interested  in  attending  any  portion 
of  the  meeting  should  contact  Ms.  Arlene 
Granderson,  Director  of  Operations,  Office  of 


Rural  Health  Policy,  Health  Resources  and 
Services  Administration,  Telephone  (301 1 
443-0835. 

Agenda  Items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

Dated:  July  20, 1993. 

Jackie  E.  Baum, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 
HRSA. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17603  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BiLUNO  CODE  41S0-15-P 


Indian  Health  Service 

Adolescent  Health  Centers  for 
American  Indians/Aiaska  Natives; 

Grant  Application  AnruHincement 

AGENCY:  Indian  Health  Service,  HHS. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  final  funding 
emphases  for  competitive  grant 
Applications  for  the  Indian  Health 
Service  (IHS)  Adolescent  Health  Centers 
for  American  Indiims/ Alaska  Natives 
Program. 

SUMMARY:  The  IHS  announces  the  final 
funding  emphases  for  fiscal  year  (FY) 
1993  IHS  Adolescent  Health  Centers  for 
American  Indians/ Alaska  Natives 
Program  authorized  by  section  216  of 
the  Indian  Health  care  Improvement  Act 
as  amended  by  the  Indian  Health 
Amendments  of  1992,  Public  Law  102- 
573.  There  will  be  only  one  funding 
cycle  during  FY  1993.  Grants  shall  be 
administer^  in  accordance  with 
applicable  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  (OMB)  Circulars  end  HHS 
policies.  This  program  is  described  at 
93.228  in  the  ^talog  of  Federal 
Domestic  Assistance.  Executive  Order 
12372  requiring  intergovernmental 
review  is  not  applicable  to  this  program. 

General  Program  Purpose 

To  establish  innovative  school  related 
and  community  based  adolescent  health 
centers,  capable  of  providing  health 
promotion  and  disease  prevention 
services  to  adolescents.  Under  this 
program,  funding  cannot  be  used  to 
provide  services  described  in  section 
209(m)  of  the  Indiem  Health  Care 
Improvement  Act  as  amended  by  Public 
Law  102-573. 

Funding  Emphases 

Proposed  fimding  emphases  were 
published  in  the  F^eral  Register  on 
May  24, 1993,  (58  FR  29831)  for  public 
comment.  No  comments  were  received 
during  the  30-day  comment  period. 
Therefore,  as  proposed,  the  following 
funding  emphases  will  be  retained  as 
listed  ImIow. 

1.  Tribes  or  tribal  organizations  which 
have  previously  receiv^  grants  to  fund 
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IHS  Adolescent  Health  Centers  may  not 
reapply. 

2.  To  provide  geomphic  equity, 
applicants  from  wimin  the  following 
IHS  Areas  will  be  given  priority: 
Aberdeen  IHS,  Alaska  Native  Health 
Service,  Billings  IHS,  California  IHS, 
Navajo  QiS,  and  Office  of  Health 
Program  Research  &  Development. 

Review  Process 

Applications  meeting  eligibility 
requirements  that  are  complete  and 
conform  to  the  published  program 
annoxmcement  in  the  Federal  Register 
of  May  24, 1993  (58  FR  29831)  will  be 
reviewed  in  accordance  with  the  IHS 
objective  review  procediues.  The 
objective  review  process  is  a  nationwide 
competition  for  limited  funding  within 
the  guidelines  delineated  imder  Eligible 
Applicants  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
May  24, 1993  (58  FR  29831).  In 
addition,  assuming  there  are  an 
adequate  number  of  applications,  not 
more  than  one  grant  will  be  awarded 
within  each  IHS  Area.  Priority  will  be 
given  to  qualified  applicants  within  IHS 
Areas  not  previously  having  grant 
recipients  xmder  this  grant  program. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  For 
Adolescent  Health  Centers  for  American 
Indians/ Alaska  Natives  Grant  program 
information  contact  Richard  Kotomori, 
M.D.,  Chief,  Special  Initiatives  Branch, 
Office  of  Health  Programs,  Indian 
Health  Service,  Parklawn  Building, 
Room  6A-54, 5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockville,  MD  20857,  (301)  443-4646. 
For  grant  application  information, 
contact  Mrs.  Kay  Carpentier,  Grants 
Management  Officer,  Grants 
Management  Branch,  Indian  Health 
Service,  Twinbrook  Metro  Plaza,  Suite 
300, 12300  Twinbrook  Parkway, 
Rockville,  MD  20852,  (301)  443-5204. 
(The  telephone  numbenrs  are  not  toll- 
free). 

Dated:  July  19, 1993. 

Michel  E.  Lincoln, 

Acting  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17602  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 

BiuuNQ  cooc  eieo-w-M 


National  institutes  of  Health 

Government-Owned  Inventions; 
Availability  for  Licensing 

AGENCY:  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  invention  listed  below  is 
owned  by  an  agency  of  the  U.S. 
Government  and  is  available  fm 
licensing  in  the  U.S.  (and  in  foreign 
markets)  in  accordance  with  35  U.S.C 


207  to  achieve  expeditious 
commercialization  of  results  of  federally 
funded  research  and  development. 

U.S.  Patfflit  Application  Number  08/ 
070,151,  filed  June  1, 1993,  and  entitled 
“Antibacterial  Compound  and  Related 
Methods’* — ^This  invention  is  an 
antibacterial  peptide  constructed  of  11 
amino  adds  and  a  method  for  its  use, 
capable  of  killing  a  broad  spectrum  of 
bacteria  strains,  representing  gram 
positive  and  negative  genera  in  a  variety 
of  contexts.  The  invention  provides  for 
a  purified  compound  produced  from  a 
hybridoma  cell  line,  F2IIE  D4-D6, 
comprising  an  amino  add  sequence 
with  antibaderial  activity.  The  patent 
application  covers  a  method  of  killing 
bacteria  by  direct  administration  of  t^ 
compound,  for  example,  subcutaneous 
injection  or  topical  spraying.  The 
compound  and  method  claims  in  this 
patent  are  of  great  significance  for 
topical  treatments  of  sexiially 
transmitted  diseases  as  well  as  in  vivo 
bactericidal  activity  against  bacterial 
organisms,  such  as  found  in  milk 
produdng  manunals,  without  the  side 
efiects  of  antibiotics.  The  compound  can 
also  be  used  as  a  disinfectant  on  non¬ 
living  environmental  surfaces. 

The  compoimd  has  been  found  to  be 
active  against  such  bacterial  groups  as 
Neisseria  gonorrhoea,  Gardnerella 
vaginalis,  Mobiluncus  species  (spp), 
Moraxella  bovis.  Staphylococcus 
aureaus  and  Streptococcus  equi  as  well 
as  many  others.  The  compound  has 
been  active  both  in  vivo  and  in  vitro. 

The  invention  claimed  in  this  patent 
application  is  available  for  either 
exclusive  or  non-exclusive  licensing. 
The  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention  (CDC)  is  considering 
entering  into  a  Cooperative  Research 
and  Development  Agreement(s) 
(CRADA)  with  companies  to  enhance 
commercial  development  of  the 
invention.  Companies  interested  in 
CRADA  opportunities  should  contact 
Greg  Jones  of  CEX^  at  1600  Clifton  Road, 
NE.,  Mailstop  C19,  Atlanta,  Georgia 
30333;  Telephone  (404)  639-2434,  Fax 
(404)  639-1525. 

ADDRESSES:  Licensing  information  and 
copies  of  this  U.S.  patent  application 
my  be  obtained  by  writing  to  Mark  D. 
Hankins  at  the  Office  of  Technology 
Transfer,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Box  OTT,  Bethesda,  Maryland  20892 
(telephone  301/496-7735;  fax  301/402- 
0220).  A  signed  Confidential  Disclosure 
Agreement  will  be  reqmred  to  receive  a 
copy  of  the  patent  application. 


Dated:  July  16, 1993. 

Reid  G.  Adler, 

Director,  Office  of  Technology  Transfar. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17701  Piled  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BILLINa  CODE  4140-01-M 


National  Inatttuta  on  Daafnaaa  and 
Other  Communication  Diaordera; 
Meeting  of  the  National  Deafneaa  and 
Other  Communication  Diaordera 
Advisory  Board 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463, 
notice  is  hereby  givoi  of  the  meeting  of 
the  National  Deafriess  and  Other 
Communication  Disorders  Advisory 
Board  (m  Septembw  20, 1993.  The 
meeting  will  take  place  from  8:30  a.m. 
to  4:30  p.m.  in  Conference  Room  6, 
Building  31C,  National  Institutes  of 
Health,  9000  Rockville  Pike,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20892. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public  from  8:30  a.m.  to  3:30  p.m.  to 
discuss  the  Board’s  activities  and  to 
present  special  reports.  Attendance  by 
the  public  will  be  limited  to  the  space 
available. 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  set 
forth  in  sec.  552b(c)(6),  title  5,  U.S.C 
and  sec.  10(d)  of  ^blic  Law  92-463,  the 
meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public 
from  3:30  p.m.  until  adjournment.  The 
closed  portion  of  the  meeting  will  be  for 
the  discussion  and  approval  of 
individuals  to  serve  on  scientific  panels 
to  update  the  language  and  language 
impairments  and  the  balance  and 
balance  disorders  sections  of  the 
Research  Plan.  These  discussions  could 
reveal  personal  information  concerning 
these  individuals,  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

Summaries  of  the  Board’s  meeting 
and  a  roster  of  members  may  be 
obtained  fitsm  Ms.  Monica  Davies, 
Executive  Director,  National  Deafriess 
and  Other  Communication  Ehsorders 
Advisory  Board,  Building  31,  room 
3C08,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Bethesda,  Maryland  20892,  301-402- 
1129,  upon  request. 

Individuals  who  plan  to  attend  and 
need  special  assistance,  such  as  sign 
language  interpretation  at  othw 
reasonable  accommodatitms,  should 
contact  the  Executive  Director  in 
advance  of  the  meeting. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Na  93.173,  Biological  Research 
Related  to  Deafness  and  Communication 
Disorders.) 
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Dated;  July  19, 1993. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17700  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
naUNQ  CODE  4140-01-M 


National  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood 
Institute;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  the  meetings  of 
the  following  Heart,  Lung,  and  Blood 
Special  Emphasis  Panels. 

These  meetings  will  be  closed  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  set  forth 
in  sec.  552b(c)(4)  and  552b(c)(6),  title  5, 
U.S.C.  and  sec.  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92- 
463,  for  the  review,  discussion  and 
evaluation  of  individual  grant 
applications,  contract  proposals,  and/or 
cooperative  agreements,  lliese 
applications  and/or  proposals  and  the 
discussions  could  reveal  confidential 
trade  secrets  or  commercial  property 
such  as  patentable  material,  ana 
personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications  and/or  proposals,  the 
disclosure  of  which  would  constitute  a 
clearly  unwarranted  invasion  of 
personal  privacy. 

Name  of  Panel:  NHLBI  SEP  on  Non- 
Immune  Defense  Against  Tuberculosis  in  the 
Lung. 

Dates  of  Meeting:  August  2-3, 1993. 

Time  of  Meeting:  7:30  p.m. 

Place  of  Meeting:  Marriott  Suites,  Bethesda, 
MarylancL 

Agenda:  To  review  and  evaluate  grant 
applications. 

Contact  Person:  Dr.  Jon  Ranhand,  5333 
Westbard  Avenue,  room  554,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20892,  (301)  594-7439. 

Name  of  Panel:  NHLBI  SEP  on  RFA  for 
Collaborative  Projects  on  Minority  Health 
(Blood) 

Dates  of  Meeting:  August  2-3, 1993. 

Time  of  Meeting:  8:00  p.m. 

Place  of  Meeting:  Hyatt  Regency,  Bethesda, 
Maryland. 

Agenda:  To  review  and  evaluate  grant 
applications. 

Contact  Person:  Dr.  Matthew  C  Starr,  5333 
Westbard  Avenue,  room  553,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20892,  (301)  594-7448. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Programs  Nos.  93.837,  Heart  and  Vascular 
Diseases  Research;  93.838,  Lung  Diseases 
Research;  and  93.839,  Blood  Diseases  and 
Resources  Research,  National  Institutes  of 
Health.) 

Dated;  July  19, 1993. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Committee  Management  Officer.  NIH. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17698  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BHOJNO  COOC  4140-01-H 


Division  of  Research  Grants;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463, 
notice  is  hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of 
the  Division  of  Research  Grants 
Behavioral  and  Neurosciences  Special 
Enmhasis  Panel. 

Tne  meeting  will  be  clo^d  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  set  forth 
in  sec.  552b(c)(4)  and  552b(c)(6),  title  5, 
U.S.C.  and  sec.  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92- 
463,  for  the  review,  discussion  and 
evaluation  of  individual  grant 
applications  in  the  various  areas  and 
disciplines  related  to  behavior  and 
neuroscience.  These  applications  and 
the  discussions  could  reveal 
confidential  trade  secrets  or  commercial 
property  such  as  patentable  material 
and  personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the 
applications,  the  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  a  clearly  unwarranted 
invasion  of  personal  privacy. 

The  Office  of  Committee 
Management,  Division  of  Research 
Grants,  Westwood  Building,  National 
Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda,  Maryland 
20892,  telephone  301-594-7265,  will 
furnish  summaries  of  the  meeting  and 
roster  of  panel  members. 

Meeting  To  Review  Individual  Grant 
Applications 

Scientific  Review  Administrator:  Dr. 
Joseph  Kimm  (301)  594-7257. 

Date  of  Meeting:  Aueust  3, 1993. 

Place  of  Meeting:  Baltimore,  MD. 

Time  of  Meeting:  3  p.m. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  93.306,  93.333,  93.337, 93.393- 
93.396,  93.837-93.844,  93.846-93.878, 
93.892, 93.893,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
HHS) 

Dated:  July  19, 1993. 

Susan  K.  Feldman, 

Committee  Management  Officer,  NIH. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17699  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
Biumo  CODE  414<M>1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 
[NV-055-93-4350-02] 

Amendment  to  the  Caliente 
Management  Framework  Plan  (MFP) 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

ACTION:  The  BLM  Las  Vegas  District 
proposes  to  amendment  the  Caliente 
MFP  to  allow  for  the  establishment  of 
Rio  Grande  wild  turkey  [Meleagris 
gallopavo)  populations  on  the  resource 
area  in  the  following  areas:  Clover 
Mountains,  Meadow  Valley  Wash, 
Delamar  Mountains,  Highland  Range 


and  Clover  Creek.  The  number  of 
transplants  and  number  of  turkeys  to  be 
transplanted  would  be  based  upon 
monitoring  studies  that  indicate  the 
success  of  the  initial  transplants.  The 
following  is  a  legal  description  of  the 
transplant  areas: 


Mount  Diablo  Meridian 
Clover  Mountains — ^T.  6  and  7  S.,  R.  70  and 
71  E. 

Meadow  Valley  Wash — ^T.  4,  5, 6  and  7  S., 

R  66  and  67  E. 

Delamar  Mountains — ^T.  4,  5,  6  and  7  S.,  R. 
64, 65  and  66  E. 

Highland  Range — ^T 1  N.  and  1  S.,  R  66  E. 
Qover  Creek — ^T.  3, 4  and  5  S.,  R  67  and  68 
E. 

DATES:  Comments  may  be  submitted  on 
or  before  August  25, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  parties  may 
submit  comments  on  the  proposed 
amendment  to  the  Caliente  MFP  to 
Curtis  G.  Tucker,  Caliente  Area 
Manager,  P.O.  Box  237,  Caliente,  NV 
89008. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kyle  Teel,  Caliente  Wildlife  Biologist, 
P.O.  Box  237,  Caliente,  NV  89008. 
Telephone:  702-726-8100. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  areas 
described  above  have  been  field 
inspected  by  biologists  from  the  BLM 
and  Nevada  Department  of  Wildlife  and 
were  determine  to  be  suitable  for  wild 
turkeys.  The  Rio  Grande  subspecies  of 
wild  turkeys  was  chosen  to  be 
transplanted  into  these  areas  because 
they  are  adapted  to  drier  climates. 

This  plan  amendment  is  authorized 
by  Title  43  CFR  subpart  1610.5-5. 

Dated;  July  19, 1993. 

Ben  F.  Collins, 

District  Manager,  Las  Vegas  District. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17640  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  4310-HC-M 


IUT-040-03-4820-01] 

Cedar  City  District  Grazing  Advisory 
Board;  Meeting 

>  AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  a  meeting  of  the  Cedju' 
City  District  Grazing  Advisory  Board. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  in 
accordance  with  Public  Law  52-463  of 
a  meeting  of  the  Cedar  City  District 
Grazing  Advisory  Board.  Items  to  be 
discussed  will  include  Kanab/Escalante 
Resource  Management  Plan,  animal 
damage  control  environmental 
assessment,  changes  in  grazing 
regulations  and  noxious  weeds.  A  field 
trip  will  be  held  at  Three  Mile  Creek 
and  part  of  the  Grand  Staircase. 
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DATES:  August  19. 1993.  The  meeting 
will  begin  at  9  a.m.  at  the  park  on  the 
north  end  of  town  in  Panguitch.  Utah. 
FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
District  Manager  Gordon  R.  Staker. 
Cedar  Qty  Di^ct  Office.  176  East  D.L. 
Sargent  Drive.  Cedar  Qty,  Utah  84720. 
Telephone;  801-586-2401. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Advisory 
Council  Meetings  are  open  to  the  public. 
Interested  persons  may  make  oral 
statements  or  file  written  statements  for 
the  Board's  consideration.  Anyone 
wishing  to  make  a  statement  notify  the 
District  Manager  by  Friday.  Augiist  13, 
1993.  A  time  limit  may  be  established 
by  the  District  Manager.  Persons 
attending  the  field  trip  will  need  a 
vehicle  and  a  lunch. 

Dated:  July  14. 1993. 

Gorden  R.  Stoker. 

District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17613  Piled  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BiixiNQ  cooe  toio-eo-M 


[NV-930-4210-0S;  N-34971  and  N-34972] 

Termination  of  Desert  Land 
Ciassification;  Nevada 

July  12, 1993. 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  terminates  desert 
land  classification  N-34971/N-34972 
dated  December  19, 1983,  and  provides 
for  opening  the  land  to  the  operation  of 
the  public  land  laws,  including  location 
under  the  mining  laws. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Termination  of  the 
classification  is  elective  on  July  26, 
1993.  The  lands  will  be  c^n  to  entry 
on  August  25. 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Vienna  Wolder,  BLM  Nevada  State 
Office,  850  Harvard  Way,  P.O.  Box 
12000,  Reno.  NV  89520,  702-785-6526. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Desert 
land  classification  N-34971/N-34972 
was  made  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Taylor  (kazing  Act  (43  U.S.C.  321,  et 
seq.)  in  response  to  two  applications. 
When  entry  to  the  land  was  allowed,  the 
land  became  segregated  from  all  other 
forms  of  appropriation  under  the  public 
land  laws,  including  locaticm  under  the 
mining  laws.  Neither  of  the  entries 
proved  up  for  patent  and  by  letter  dated 
June  25, 1993,  the  desert  land  entries 
were  relinquished.  Pursuant  to  section  7 
of  the  Taylor  Grazing  Act  (43  U.S.C.  ^ 
321,  et  seq.),  desert  L^d  classification 
N-34971/N-34972  is  hereby  terminated 
in  its  entirety.  The  following  described 
lands  are  affected  by  this  action: 


Mount  Diablo  Meridan,  Navada 
T.  15  N..  R.  44  E.. 

Sec.  1.  W^A  of  lot  8.  WlASWVa; 

Sec.  2,  lot  7,  E*A  of  lot  8,  E^ASWVa, 
SEV*; 

Sec.  11,  N*ANEV4.  NEV4NWV4; 

Sec.  12.NWV4NWy4. 

The  area  described  ^gregates  640 
acres  in  Landw  G>imty. 

At  10  a.m.  on  August  25, 1993,  the 
lands  will  be  open  to  the  operation  of 
the  public  land  laws  gmierally,  subject 
to  valid  existing  ri^ts,  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals,  and  the 
requirements  of  applicable  law.  All 
valid  applicaticHis  received  at  or  prior  to 
10  a.m.  on  August  25. 1993.  shall  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  filed  at 
that  time.  Those  received  the^fter 
shall  be  considered  in  the  order  of 
filing. 

At  10  a.m.  on  August  25, 1993,  the 
lands  will  be  open  to  location  under  the 
United  Slates  mining  laws. 
Appropriation  of  lands  under  the 
general  mining  laws  priOT  to  the  date 
and  time  of  restoration  is  unauthorized. 
Any  such  attempted  appropriatiem, 
including  attempted  adverse  possession 
under  30  U.S.C  38,  shall  vest  no  rights 
against  the  United  States.  Acts  required 
to  establish  a  location  and  to  initiate  a 
right  of  possession  are  governed  by  State 
law  where  not  in  conflict  with  Federal 
law.  The  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
will  not  intervene  in  disputes  tetween 
rival  locators  over  possessory  rights 
since  Congress  has  provided  for  such 
determinations  in  local  courts. 

Billy  R.  Templeton, 

State  Director,  Nevada. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17641  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BU.UNQ  COOE  4310-HC-M 


[ID-040-4210-05,  IDI-30043, 101-30044.  lOt- 
30045] 

Sai«  of  Public  Land,  LemM  County,  ID 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  realty  action. 

SUMMARY:  Lemhi  County  has  made 
application  to  purchase  three  parcels  of 
public  land  under  the  authority  of 
section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  14, 1926,  as 
amended  by  the  Recreation  and  Public 
Purposes  Amendment  Act  (R&PP)  of 
1988.  Two  of  the  parcels  will  be  used 
for  solid  waste  transfer  sites  and  one 
parcel  for  a  municipal  solid  waste 
disposal  site  (landfill).  Parcel  IDI-30045 
has  been  leased  to  Lemhi  County  for  a 
transfer  site  under  R&PP  since  1986. 
These  parcels  will  be  sold  to  Lemhi 
County  using  the  Special  Pridng 
Program. 


The  foUowing  described  parcels  are 
proposed  as  suitable  for  sale  as  solid 
waste  transfer  sites: 

Boise  Meridian,  Idaho 
Parcel  «IDi-30043 
T.  16N..  R.26B.. 

Section  31:  E'ANEVtNWlANEVt  containing 
five  (S)  acres 

Parcel  41DI-30045 
T.  23N..  R22E., 

Section  18;  a  portion  of  Lot  10  containing 
two  (2)  acres  more  or  less 

The  following  parcel  is  proposed  for 
sale  as  a  municipal  solid  waste  landfill: 

Boise  Meridian,  Idaho 
Parcel  «IDi-30044 
T.  21N.,  R22E.. 

Section  26:  W’ANWVi  and 

Section  27:  NEVi  containing  240  acres 

The  above  described  public  land  is 
not  required  for  any  Federal  purpose. 
The  sale  of  these  parcels  to  Lemhi 
County  is  consistent  with  the  Lemhi 
Resource  Management  Plan  (1988).  This 
sale  has  been  discussed  with  Lemhi 
County  and  various  agencies  within  the 
State  of  Idaho  who  have  indicated  the 
suitability  of  these  sites  for  their 
proposed  uses.  The  sale  is  consistent 
with  State  and  local  government 
programs,  plans  and  applicable 
regulations. 

Mineral  estates  will  be  transferred  out 
of  public  ownership  with  the  surface 
estate.  The  patents,  whm  issued,  will  be 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Recreation  and  Public  Purposes 
Amendment  Act  of  1988  and  applicable 
regulations  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  and  will  contain  the  following 
reservations  to  the  United  States: 

1.  A  right-of-way  thereon  fOT  ditches 
and  canals  constructed  by  the  authority 
of  the  United  States.  Act  of  August  30. 
1890,  26  Stat.  391;  43  U.S.C  945. 

2.  A  reservation  thereon  for  a  road  for 
public  access  to  be  constructed  by  the 
authority  of  the  United  States  pursuant 
to  the  Act  of  October  21, 1976  (43  U.S.C 
1761). 

The  patent  of  Parcel  IDI-30043  will 
also  be  issued  subject  to  the  following 
existing  right-of-way  grants  and 
reservations: 

1.  Those  rights  for  a  buried  tel^hone 
line  (IDI-20158)  and  an  overhead 
telephone  line  (IDI-20151)  which  have 
been  granted  to  Century  Telephone  of 
Idaho  under  the  Act  of  Octobw  21, 

1976. 

The  patent  of  Parcel  IDI-30045  will 
also  be  issued  subject  to  the  foUowing 
existing  right-of-way  grants  and 
reservations: 

1.  Those  rights  for  a  powerline  (IDI- 
21150)  which  have  been  granted  to 
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Idaho  Power  Ck)mpany  under  the  Act  of 
October  21, 1976. 

2.  Those  rights  for  a  buried  telephone 
line  (IDI-201S8)  which  have  been 
granted  to  Centvuy  Telephone  of  Idaho 
under  the  Act  of  October  21, 1976. 

Detailed  information  concerning  this 
action  is  available  for  review  at  the 
office  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Salmon  District,  Box  430 
(Hwy  93  South),  Salmon,  Idaho. 

Publication  of  this  Notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  will  segregate  the 
public  lands  described  herein  horn  any 
other  public  land  law,  including 
locations  under  the  mining  laws.  This 
segregation  will  terminate  upon 
issuance  of  a  patent  or  18  months  from 
date  of  this  Notice,  whichever  occurs 
first 

For  a  period  of  45  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  Notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  interested  parties  may 
submit  comments  to  the  district 
Manager,  Salmon  District,  P.O.  Box  430, 
Salmon,  Id^o  83467.  Any  adverse 
comments  will  be  reviewed  by  the  State 
Director. 

In  the  absence  of  any  adverse 
comments,  the  classification  of  the 
lands  described  in  this  Notice  will 
become  effective  60  days  frttm  the  date 
of  publication  in  the  F^eral  Register. 
The  land  will  not  be  offered  for  sale 
vmtil  after  the  classification  becomes 
effective. 

Dated:  July  7, 1993. 

Roy  S.  Jackson, 

District  Manager. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17683  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNQ  CODE  4310-«S-M 


Bureau  of  Reclamation 

Quarterly  Statue  Tabulation  of  Water 
Service  and  Repayment  Contract 
Negotiations 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 

Interior. 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  of 
proposed  contractual  actions  pending 
through  September  1993.  This  notice  is 
one  of  a  variety  of  means  being  used  to 
inform  the  public  about  proposed 
contractual  actions  for  water  service  and 
repayment.  Additional  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  (Reclamation) 
announcements  of  individual 
repayment  and  water  service  contract 
actions  may  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  and  in  newspapers  of  general 
circulation  in  the  areas  determined  by 
Reclamation  to  be  affected  by  the 
proposed  action.  Announcements  may 
be  in  the  form  of  news  releases,  legal 


notices,  official  letters,  memorandums, 
or  other  forms  of  written  material. 
Meetings,  workshops,  and/or  hearings 
may  also  be  used,  as  appropriate,  to 
provide  local  publicity.  These  public 
participation  procedures  do  not  apply  to 
proposed  contracts  for  the  sale  of 
surplus  or  interim  irrigation  water  for  a 
term  of  1  year  or  less.  Either  of  the 
contracting  parties  may  invite  the  public 
to  observe  any  contract  proceedings.  All 
public  participation  procedures  will  be 
coordinated  with  those  involved  in 
complying  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act. 

ADDRESSES:  The  identity  of  the 
approving  officer  and  other  information 
pertaining  to  a  specific  contract 
proposal  may  be  obtained  by  calling  or 
writing  the  appropriate  regional  office  at 
the  address  and  telephone  number  given 
for  each  region  in  the  supplementary 
information. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dick  L.  Porter,  Chief,  Contracts  and 
Repa)rment  Division,  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  1849  C  St.  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20240;  telephone  202- 
208-3014. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  section  226  of  the  Reclamation 
Reform  Act  of  1982  (9aStat.  1273)  and 
43  CFR  426.20  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  published  in  52  FR  11954, 
April  13, 1987,  Reclamation  will 
publish  notice  of  proposed  or 
amendatory  contract  actions  for  any 
contract  for  the  delivery  of  water  for 
irrigation  or  other  uses  in  newspapers  of 
general  circulation  in  the  affected  area 
at  least  60  days  prior  to  contract 
execution.  Pursuant  to  the  “Final 
Revised  Public  Participation 
Procedures”  for  water  service  and 
repayment  contract  negotiations, 
published  in  47  FR  7763,  February  22, 
1982,  a  tabulation  is  provided  below  of 
all  proposed  contractual  actions  in  each 
of  the  five  Reclamation  regions.  Each 
proposed  action  listed  is,  or  is  expected 
to  be,  in  some  stage  of  the  contract 
negotiation  process  during  July,  August, 
or  September  of  1993.  When  contract 
negotiations  are  completed,  and  prior  to 
execution,  each  proposed  contract  form 
must  be  approved  by  the  Secretary,  or 
pursuemt  to  delegated  or  redelegated 
authority,  the  Commissioner  of 
Reclamation  or  one  of  the  Regional 
Directors.  In  some  instances, 
congressional  review  and  approval  of  a 
report,  water  rate,  or  other  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  contract  may  be 
involved. 

Public  participation  in  and  receipt  of 
comments  on  contract  proposals  will  be 
facilitated  by  adherence  to  the  following 
procedures: 


1.  Only  persons  authorized  to  act  on 
behalf  of  the  contracting  entities  may 
negotiate  the  terms  and  conditions  of  a 
specific  contract  proposal. 

2.  Advance  notice  of  meetings  or 
hearings  will  be  furnished  to  those 
parties  that  have  made  a  timely  written 
request  for  such  notice  to  the 
appropriate  regional  or  project  office  of 
Reclamation. 

3.  Written  correspondence  regarding 
proposed  contracts  may  be  made 
available  to  the  general  public  pursuant 
to  the  terms  and  procedures  of  the  . 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  (80  Stat. 
383),  as  amended. 

4.  Written  comments  on  a  proposed 
contract  or  contract  action  must  M 
submitted  to  the  appropriate 
Reclamation  officials  at  the  locations 
and  within  the  time  limits  set  forth  in 
the  advance  public  notices. 

5.  All  written  comments  received  and 
testimony  presented  at  any  public 
hearings  will  be  reviewed  and 
summarized  by  the  appropriate  regional 
office  for  use  by  the  contract  approving 
authority. 

6.  Copies  of  specific  proposed 
contracts  may  bie  obtained  from  the 
appropriate  Regional  Director  or  his 
designated  public  contact  as  they 
become  available  for  review  and 
comment. 

7.  In  the  event  modifications  are  made 
in  the  form  of  a  proposed  contract,  the 
appropriate  Regional  Director  shall 
determine  whether  republication  of  the 
notice  and/or  extension  of  the  comment 
period  is  necessary. 

Factors  considered  in  making  such  a 
determination  shall  include,  but  are  not 
limited  to:  (i)  The  significance  of  the 
modification,  and  (ii)  the  degree  of 
public  interest  which  has  been 
expressed  over  the  course  of  the 
negotiations.  As  a  minimum,  the 
Regional  Director  shall  furnish  revised 
contracts  to  all  parties  who  requested 
the  contract  in  response  to  the  initial 
public  notice. 

Acronym  Definitions  Used  Herein 

(BCP)  Boulder  Canyon  Project 
(CAP)  Central  Arizona  Project 
(CUP)  Central  Utah  Project 
(CVP)  Central  Valley  Project 
(CRSP)  Colorado  River  Storage  Project 
(D&MC)  Drainage  and  Minor  Construction 
(FR)  Federal  Register 
(IDD)  Irrigation  and  Drainage  District 
(ID)  Irrigation  District 
(M&I)  Municipal  and  Industrial 
(O&M)  Operation  and  Maintenance 
(P-SMBP)  Pick-Sloan  Missouri  Basin 
Program 

(Pub.  L)  Public  Law 

(R&B)  Rehabilitation  and  Betterment 

(SRPA)  Small  Reclamation  Projects  Act 
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(WCUA)  Water  Conservation  and  Utilization 
Act 

(WD)  Water  District 

Pacific  Northwest  Remon:  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  1150  Norm  Curtis  Road, 
Boise,  Idaho  83706-1234,  telephone 
208-378-5342. 

1.  Cascade  Reservoir  Water  Users, 

Boise  Project.  Idaho:  Repayment 
contracts  for  irrigation  and  M&I  water; 
19,201  acre-feet  of  stored  water  in 
Cascade  Reservoir. 

2.  Irrigation,  M&I.  and  Miscellaneous 
Water  Users;  Columbia  Basin,  Crooked 
River,  Minidoka,  Rathdrum  Prairie, 
Rogue  River  Basin,  and  Umatilla 
Projects;  Idaho,  Montana,  Oregon,  and 
Washington:  Temporary  or  interim 
repayment  and  water  service  contracts 
for  irrigation  or  M&I  use  to  provide  up 
to  10,000  acre-feet  of  water  annually  for 
terms  up  to  5  years;  long-term  contracts 
for  similar  service  for  up  to  1,000  acre- 
feet  of  water  annually. 

3.  Rogue  River  Basin  Water  Users, 
Rogue  River  Project,  Oregon:  Water 
service  contracts;  $5  per  acre-foot  or  $50 
minimum  per  annum  for  the  term  of  the 
contract. 

4.  Willamette  Basin  Water  Users, 
Willamette  Basin  Project.  Oregon:  Water 
service  contracts;  $1.75  per  acre-foot  or 
$50  minimum  per  annum  for  the  term 
of  the  contract. 

5.  American  Falls  Reservoir  District 
Number  2,  Burgess  Canal  Company, 
Clark  and  Edwards  Canal  and  Irrigation 
Company.  Craig-Mattson  Canal 
Company,  Danskin  Ditch  Company, 
Enterprise  Canal  Company,  Ltd., 

Farmers  Friend  Irrigation  Company, 

Ltd.,  Lenroot  Canal  Company,  Liberty 
Park  Canal  Company,  Long  Island 
Irrigation  Company.  Parks  and 
Lewisville  Irrigation  Company,  Ltd., 
Parson  Ditch  Company,  Peoples  Canal 
and  Irrigation  Company.  Poplar  ID. 
Rigby  Guial  and  Irrigating  Company, 
Rudy  Irrigation  Cand  Company,  Ltd., 
Wearyrick  Ditch  Company,  all  in  the 
Minidoka  Project.  Idaho;  Jimiper  Flat  ID. 
Wapinitia  Project.  Oregon;  Roza  ID, 
Yaldma  Project,  Washington: 
Amendatory  repayment  and  water 
service  contracts;  purpose  is  to  conform 
to  the  Reclamation  Reform  Act  of  1982 
(Pub.  L.  97-293). 

6.  City  of  Cle  Elum,  Yakima  Project, 
Washington:  Amendatory  or 
replacement  M&I  water  service  contract: 
2,200  acre-feet  (1,350  gallons  per 
minute)  annually  for  the  term  of  the 
contract. 

7.  Baker  Valley  ID,  Baker  Project, 
Oregon:  Irrigation  water  service  contract 
on  a  surplus  interruptible  basis  to  serve 
up  to  13,000  acres;  ^e  of  excess 
capacity  in  Mason  Reservoir  (Phillips 
Lake)  for  the  term  of  the  contract. 


8.  Willow  Creek  Water  Users,  Willow 
Creek  Project,  Oregon;  Repayment  or 
water  service  contracts  for  a  total  of  up 
to  3,500  acre-feet  of  storage  space  in 
Willow  Creek  Reservoir. 

9.  Bridgeport  ID,  Chief  Joseph  Dam 
Project,  Washington:  Warren  Act 
contract  for  the  use  of  an  irrigation 
outlet  in  Chief  Joseph  Dam. 

10.  Hermiston  ID,  Umatilla  Project, 
Oregon:  Repayment  contract  for 
reimbursable  cost  of  dam  safety  repairs 
to  Cold  Springs  Dam. 

11.  Ochoco  ID  and  Various  Individual 
Spaceholders,  Crooked  River  Project, 
Oregon:  Repayment  contract  for 
reimbursable  cost  of  dam  safety  repairs 
to  Arthur  R.  Bowman  and  Ochoco 
Dams. 

12.  The  Dalles  ID.  The  Dalles  Project, 
Oregon:  SRPA  loan  repayment  contract; 
proposed  loan  obligation  of 
approximately  $2,000,000. 

13.  Oroville-Tonasket  ID,  Chief  Joseph 
Dam  Project,  Washington:  SRPA  loan 
repayment  contract;  $561,500  proposed 
loan  obligation. 

14.  State  of  Idaho,  Payette  Division  of 
the  Boise  Project,  Idaho:  Proposed 
repayment  contracts  Mdth  the  State  of 
Idaho  for  the  sale  of  imcontracted  space 
in  Cascade  and  Deadwood  Reservoirs. 

15.  Sidney  Irrigation  Cooperative, 
Willamette  Basin  Project,  Oregon:  . 
Irrigation  water  service  contract  for 
approximately  2,300  acre-feet;  $1.75  per 
acre-foot  for  the  term  of  the  contract. 

16.  P.P.R.T.  Water  System,  Inc.,  Idaho: 
Amendatory  contract  to  defer  the  1992 
construction  installment  of  a  contract 
for  a  loan  to  construct  facilities 
authorized  pursuant  to  the  Emergency 
Drought  Act  of  1977. 

17.  Douglas  County,  Milltown  Hill 
Project,  Oi^on;  SRPA  loan  repayment 
contract;  proposed  loan  obligation  of 
approximately  $24.5  million  and  grant 
of  approximately  $5.8  million. 

18.  Mitigation,  Inc.,  Palisades/Ririe 
Projects.  Idaho:  Contract  for  storage 
space  in  Palisades  and  Ririe  Reservoirs 
(18,980  and  80,500  acre-feet, 
respectively)  pursuant  to  section  5(a)  of 
the  Fort  Hall  Indian  Water  Rights  Act  of 
1990. 

19.  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Boise  Project,  Idaho:  Irrigation  water 
service  contract  for  the  use  of 
approximately  200  acre-feet  of  storage 
space  annually  in  Anderson  Ranch 
Reservoir.  Water  to  be  used  on  crops  for 
wildlife  mitigation  purposes. 

20.  City  of  Madras,  Deschutes  Project, 
Oregon:  Renewal  or  replacement  of 
municipal  water  service  contract  for 
approximately  125  acre-feet  annually 
£ram  the  project  water  supply. 

21.  Willamette  Basin  water  users, 
Willamette  Basin  Project.  Oregon:  Add 


language  to  water  service  contract  to 
provide  for  periodic  reviews,  with 
adjustments  if  necessary  to  mitigate  for 
impacts  to  natural  resources. 

22.  Vale  ID,  Vale  Project,  Oregon: 
Repayment  contract  for  emergency 
drought  loan  for  construction  of  water 
saving  measures,  including  the 
replacement  of  open  ditches  with  buried 
pipe,  utilizing  funds  appropriated  by 
Pub.  L.  102-27. 

23.  Williamette  Basin  water  users, 
Willamette  Basin  Project,  Oregon:  Two 
water  service  contracts  for  the  exchange 
of  up  to  225  acre-feet  of  water  for 
diversion  above  project  reservoirs. 

24.  Hermiston  ID,  Stanfield  ID.  West 
Extension  ID,  Westland  ID;  Umatilla 
Project,  Oregon:  Irrigation  water  service 
contracts  for  lands  outside  existing, 
district  boundaries  for  1993,  with 
possible  renewal  for  one  additional 
year. 

25.  Lewiston  Orchards  ID,  Lewiston 
Orchards  Project,  Idaho:  Repayment 
contract  for  reimbursable  cost  of  dam 
safety  repairs  to  reservoir  "A." 

26.  Yakima  Board  of  Control,  Yakima 
Project.  Washington;  Repayment 
contract  for  reimbursable  cost  of  dam 
safety  repairs  to  Bumping  Lake  Dam. 

Mid-Pacific  Region:  Bureau  of 
Reclamation.  2800  Cottage  Way, 
Sacramento,  California  95825-1898, 
telephone  916-978-5030. 

1.  Tuolunme  Utility  District  (formerly 
Tuoliunne  Regional  WD),  CVP, 
California:  Water  service  contract  for  up 
to  9,000  acre-feet  from  New  Melones 
Reservoir. 

2.  Irrigation  water  districts,  individual 
irrigators.  M&I  and  miscellaneous  water 
users,  California,  Oregon,  and  Nevada: 
Temporary  (interim)  water  service 
contracts  for  available  project  water  for 
irrigation,  M&I.  or  fish  and  wildlife 
pvuposes  providing  up  to  10,000  acre- 
feet  of  water  annually  for  terms  up  to  5 
years:  temporary  Warren  Act  contracts 
for  use  of  project  facilities  for  terms  up 
to  1  year;  long-term  contracts  for  similar 
service  for  up  to  1,000  acre-feet 
annually. 

Note:  Copies  of  the  standard  forms  of 
temporary  water  service  contracts  for  the 
various  types  of  service  are  available  upon 
written  request  Grom  the  Regional  Director  at 
the  address  shown  above. 

3.  Delta-Mendota  Canal  Contractors, 
CVP.  California:  Amend  water  service 
contracts  to  include  the  provision  of  the 
Act  of  July  2. 1956  (70  Stat.  483)  and/ 
or  the  Act  of  Jime  21, 1963  (77  Stat.  68) 
and  to  update  standard  articles  and 
other  provisions  to  meet  current  laws 
and  policies. 

4.  Friant  Division  Contractors,  CVP. 
California:  Renewal  of  existing  long- 
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term  water  service  contracts  with 
contractors  on  the  Friont-Kem  and 
Madera  Canals  or  diverters  from 
Millerton  Reservoir;  most  contracts 
expire  1993-1997,  two  contracts  expire 
later,  water  quantities  in  existing 
contracts  range  from  1,200  to  175,440 
acre-feet.  Th^  contract  actions  will  be 
accomplished  through  3-year  interim 
contracts  udth  subsequent  2-year 
interim  contracts  until  the  CVT 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  is 
completed  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  102-575. 

5.  Contra  Costa  WD,  CVP,  California: 
Amendatory  water  service  contract  to 
add  the  operation  of  the  Los  Vaqueros 
Project,  including  an  additional  point  of 
delivery;  the  amendment  will  al^ 
conform  the  contract  to  current 
Reclamation  policies,  including  the 
water  ratesetting  policy,  and  Pub.  L. 
102-575. 

6.  Redwood  Valley  Coimty  WD, 

SRPA.  California:  District  is  considering 
restructuring  the  repayment  sdiedule 
pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  100-516  or 
prepaying  the  loan  at  a  discoimted  rate 
pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  102-575. 

7.  Madera  ID,  Hidden  Unit.  CVP, 
California:  Renewal  of  existing  water 
service  contract  for  24,000  acre-feet  of 
water  which  expires  February  28, 1994. 
This  contract  a^on  will  be 
accomplidied  through  a  3-year  interim 
contract  with  a  subs^uent  2-year 
interim  contract  until  the  CVP 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  is 
completed  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  102-575. 

8.  Chowcnilla  WD,  Buchanan  Unit. 
CVP,  California:  Renewal  of  existing 
water  service  contract  for  24,000  acre- 
ieet  of  water  which  expires  February  28. 
1994.  This  contract  action  will  be 
accomplished  through  a  3-year  interim 
contract  with  a  subs^uent  2-year 
interim  contract  until  the  CVP 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  is 
completed  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  102-575. 

9.  Truckee  Carson  ID,  Newlands 
Project,  Nevada:  New  repayment 
contract  for  the  unpaid  construction 
cost  repayment  obligation  from  the 
original  contract  wfoch  was  terminated 
on  August  17, 1983,  by  the  U.S.  District 
Court  in  Nevada. 

10.  San  Luis  WD.  CVP,  California: 
Amendatory  water  service  contract  to 
provide  that  the  Kstrict  pay  full  O&M 
rate  for  all  deliveries  resulting  from  the 
Azhderian  Pumping  Plant  enlargement 
and  the  cost  of  service  rate  for  such 
deliveries  beginning  in  1996  and  each 
year  thereafter. 

11.  Delta  Mendota  Canal  Contractors, 
CVP,  California:  Renewal  of  existing 
long-term  water  service  contracts  with 
contractors  on  the  Delta-Mendota  Canal 
whose  contracts  expire  in  1994-2003; 
water  quantities  in  existing  contracts 


retnge  from  70  to  50,000  acre-feet  These 
contract  actions  will  be  accomplished 
through  3-yeer  interim  contracts  with 
subsequent  2-year  interim  contracts 
imtil  the  CVP  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  is  completed  pursuant  to  Pub. 
L.  102-575. 

12.  Qty  of  Redding,  CVP,  California: 
Amendment  to  Contract  No.  14-06- 
200-5272A  to  add  a  point  of  diversion 
at  the  turnout.  Spring  Creek  Power 
Conduit,  to  fecilitate  proposed  water 
treatment  pleuit  for  Buckeye  service 
area. 

13.  U.S.  Department  of  Veteran 
Affairs.  CVP,  California:  Long-term 
contract,  which  will  conform  to  Pub.  L. 
102-575,  for  M&I  watOT  purposes  in 
support  of  the  new  San  Joaquin  Valley 
National  Cemetery  near  Santa  Nella, 
California. 

14.  Century  Ranch  Water  Company. 
Inc.,  CVP.  California:  Long-term 
exchange  contract  for  M&I,  less  than  100 
acre-feet;  Stony  Creek  Watershed  above 
Black  Butte  Dam. 

15.  State  of  California,  Department  of 
Forestry,  CVP,  California:  Water  right 
exchange  agreement,  less  than  100  acre- 
feet,  above  Black  Butte  Dam. 

16.  San  Luis  WD,  CVP,  California: 
Amendment  to  Contract  No.  14-06- 
200-7773A  to  include  assigned  lands 
and  allocated  share  of  CVP  water  supply 
to  San  Luis  WD  from  Romero  WD  and 
comply  with  Pub.  L.  102-575. 

17.  Romero  WD,  CVP,  California: 
Amendment  to  Contract  No.  14-06- 
200-7758  to  assign  lands  and  allocated 
share  of  CVP  water  supply  to  San  Luis 
WD  and  comply  with  Pub.  L.  102-575. 

18.  IDs  and  similar  water  user  entities, 
CVP,  California:  Amendatory  water 
service  contracts;  to  change  the 
defrnition  of  “year”  to  conform  to  the 
standard  CVP  water  year  of  March  1 
through  the  end  of  February. 

19.  Sacramento  River  water  rights 
settlement  contractors,  CVP,  California: 
Contract  amendment  for  assignment 
under  voluntary  land  ownership 
transfers  to  provide  for  the  current  CVP 
water  rates  and  update  standard 
contract  articles. 

20.  Sierra  Pacific  Power  Company, 
Pyramid  Lake  Tribe,  Washoe  County 
Water  Conservation  District;  Washoe 
and  Truckee-Storage  Projects;  Nevada 
and  California:  Interim  storage  contract, 
authorized  under  Pub.  L.  101-618,  and 
the  provision  of  the  Warren  Act  as 
supplemented  by  the  Reclamation  States 
Emergency  Drought  Act  to  convey  and/ 
or  store  non-project  water  in  Stampede 
Reservoir  and  in  Boca  Reservoir. 

21.  Naval  Air  Station  and  Truckee 
Carson  ID,  Newlands  Project,  Nevada: 
Amend  water  service  Agreement  No. 


14-06-400-1024  for  the  use  of  project 
water  on  Naval  Air  Station  lana. 

22.  Del  Puerto  WD,  CVP,  California: 
Amend  water  service  Contract  No.  14- 
06-200-922  to  include  M&I  use. 

23.  El  Dorado  County  Water  Agency. 
San  Juan  Suburban  WD,  and 
Sacramento  County  Water  Agency,  CVP. 
California:  M&I  vrater  service  contract  to 
supplement  existing  water  supply: 

15,000  acre-feet  for  El  Dorado  County 
Water  Agency,  13,000  acre-feet  for  San 
Juan  Suburbs  WD,  and  22,000  acre-feet 
for  Sacramento  County  Water  Agency. 

24.  Non-Federal  entity,  CVP, 
California:  Cost-sharing  agreement  with 
a  yet  to  be  determined  non-Federal 
entity  for  the  Folsom  Dam  and  Reservoir 
reoperation. 

25.  Central  Coast  Water  Authority, 
Cachuma  Project.  California:  Long-term 
Warren  Act  contract  for  use  of  Cachuma 
Project  facilities  when  excess  capacity 
exists.  A  total  of  13,750  acre-feet  of 
water  per  year  from  the  California  State 
Water  Project  will  be  made  available 
under  a  Warren  Act  contract  to  users 
along  the  South  Coast  of  California. 

26.  Pershing  County  Water 
Conservation  District,  Humboldt  Project, 
Nevada:  Safety  of  Dams  repayment 
contract  for  modification  of  Rye  Patch 
Dam;  reimbursable  obligation  of  the 
District  approximately  $1,050,000. 

27.  California  Department  of  Fish  and 
Game,  CVP,  California:  Renewal  of 
existing  long-term  agreement  for 
furnishing  water  for  fish  hatchery 
purposes. 

28.  Widren  WD,  CVP,  California: 
Amend  water  service  Contract  No.  14- 
06-200-8018  to  include  M&I  use. 
conform  to  Pub.  L.  102-575  and  assign 
water  supply  to  the  ciW  of  Tracy. 

29.  Coming  Canal,  Tehama-Colusa 
Canal,  and  Cross  Valley  Canal:  CVP; 
California:  Renewal  of  existing  long¬ 
term  water  service  contracts  with 
contractors  on  the  Canals,  whose 
contracts  expire  in  1995;  water 
quantities  in  existing  contracts  range 
from  400  to  62,200  acre-feet.  These 
contract  actions  will  be  accomplished 
through  3-year  interim  contracts  with 
subsequent  2-year  interim  contracts 
until  the  CVP  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  is  completed  pursuant  to  Pub. 
L.  102-575. 

30.  Bella  Vista  WT),  CVP,  California: 
Renewal  of  existing  long-term  water 
service  contract  which  expires 
December  31, 1994;  water  quantity  in 
existing  contract  is  24,000  acre- feet. 

This  contract  action  will  be 
accomplished  through  a  3-year  interim 
contract  with  a  subsequent  2-year 
interim  contract  until  the  CVP 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  is 
completed  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  102-575. 
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31.  Clear  Creek  Community  Service 
District,  CVP,  California:  Renewal  of 
existing  long-term  water  service  contract 
which  expires  December  31, 1994;  water 
quantity  in  existing  contract  is  15,300 
acre-feet.  This  contract  action  will  be 
accomplished  through  a  3-year  interim 
contract  with  a  subsequent  2-year 
interim  contract  imtil  the  CVP 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  is 
completed  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  102-575. 

32.  Gateway  WD,  CVP,  California: 
Combine  by  assignment  twelve  Delta- 
Mendota  C^al  water  service  contracts 
into  1-entity  to  be  renamed  Gateway  WD 
for  administrative  and  operation 
purposes. 

33.  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
California  Department  of  Fish  and 
Game,  Grassland  WD;  CVP;  California: 
Water  service  contracts  to  provide  Level 
II  water  supplies  for  refuges  within  the 
CVP  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  102-575; 
exchange  agreements  and  wheeling 
contracts  to  deliver  some  of  the 
increased  refuge  water  supplies; 
quantity  to  be  contracted  for  is 
approximately  416,000  acre-feet. 

34.  Monterey  Coimty  Resources 
Agency.  Castroville  Irrtgation  Water 
Supply  Project,  SRPA,  ^lifomia:  Loan 
repayment  contract  in  the  amount  of 
$32,600,000  to  construct  an  irrigation 
distribution  system  to  reduce  sea  water 
intrusion  in  the  ^ound  water  aquifers. 

35.  Monterey  Regional  Water 
Pollution  Control  Agency,  Water 
Reclamation  Facility  for  Crop  Irrigation 
Project,  SRPA,  California: 
repayment  contract  in  the  amount  of 
$20,544,400  to  reduce  sea  water 
intrusion  in  the  ground  water  aquifers. 

36.  San  Juan  Suburban  WD,  CVP, 
California:  Renewal  of  existing  long¬ 
term  water  service  contract  which 
expires  February  28, 1995;  water 
quantity  in  existing  contract  is  11,200 
acre-feet.  This  contract  action  will  be 
accomplished  through  a  3-year  interim 
contract  with  a  subs^uent  2-year 
interim  contract  until  the  CVP 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  is 
completed  pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  102-575. 

37.  Shasta  Dam  Area  Public  Utility 
District,  CVP  California:  Amendment  of 
existing  temporary  contract  to  extend 
contract  term  and  to  comply  with  terms 
and  conditions  of  Pub.  L.  102-575. 

38.  Santa  Barbara  Qoimty  Water 
Agency,  Cachuma  Project,  California: 
Amend  water  service  contract  to  renew 
or  convert  as  authorized  by  the  Act  of 
July  2, 1956  (70  Stat.  483)  and/or  the 
Act  of  June  21. 1963  (77  Stat.  68)  and 
to  update  standard  articles  and  other 
provisions  to  meet  current  laws  and 
policies. 

39.  State  of  California,  CVP, 
California:  Cost  sheuring  agreement  with 


State  of  California  pursuant  to  CVP 
Improvement  Act  (Pub.  L.  102-575). 

The  cost  sharing  agreement  with  the 
State  will  provide  for  the  general 
principles  and  administration  of  cost 
sharing  and  implementation  of  specific 
restoration  actions  identified  in  Pub.  L. 
102-575. 

Lower  Colorado  Region:  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  P.O.  Box  61470  (Nevada 
Highway  and  Park  Street).  Boulder  City, 
Nevada  89006-1470,  telephone  702- 
293-8536. 

1.  Agricultural  and  M&I  water  users, 
CAP,  Arizona:  Water  service 
subcontracts  for  percentages  of  available 
supply  reallocate  in  1992  for  irrigation 
entities  and  up  to  640,000  acre-feet  per 
year  allocated  in  1983  for  M&I  use. 

2.  Southern  Arizona  Water  Rights 
Settlement  Act:  Sale  of  up  to  28,200 
acre-feet  per  year  of  municipal  effluent 
to  the  city  of  Tucson,  Arizona. 

3.  Milton  and  Jean  Phillips,  Kenneth 
or  Ann  Easterday,  Robert  E.  Harp. 
Cameron  Brothers  Construction  Co., 
Ogram  Farms,  Bruce  Church,  Inc., 
Stephen  Sturgas,  Sunkist  Growers,  Inc., 
Clayton  Farms,  BCP,  Arizona:  Water 
service  contracts,  as  recommended  by 
Arizona  Department  of  Water  Resources, 
with  agricultural  entities  located  near 
the  Colorado  River  for  up  to  an 
additional  15,557  acre-feet  per  year 
total. 

4.  Arizona  State  Land  Department, 
State  of  Arizona,  BCP,  Arizona:  Contract 
for  6,607  acre-feet  per  year  of  Colorado 
River  water  for  agricultural  use  and 
related  purposes  on  State-owned  land. 
This  contract  action  reflects  an  increase 
in  a  prior  contract  recommendation  in 
the  amount  of  6,292  acre-feet  per  year. 

5.  Armon  Curtis,  Arlin  Dulin,  Jacy 
Rayner,  Glen  Curtis,  Jamar  Produce 
Corporation,  and  Ansel  T.  Hall.  BCP, 
Arizona:  Water  service  contracts; 
purpose  is  to  amend  their  contracts  to 
exempt  them  from  the  Reclamation 
Reform  Act  of  1982  (Pub.  L.  97-293). 

6.  Indian  and  non-Indian  agricultural 
and  M&I  water  users.  CAP,  Arizona: 
New  and  amendatory  contracts  for 
repayment  of  Federal  expenditures  for 
construction  of  distribution  systems. 

7.  Imperial  ID,  Lower  Colorado  Water 
Supply  Project,  California:  Contract 
providing  for  O&M  of  the  project  well 
field. 

8.  Lower  Colorado  Water  Supply 
Project.  California:  Waters  service  and 
repayment  contracts  with 
nonagricultural  users  in  California 
adjacent  to  the  Colorado  River  for  an 
aggregate  consumptive  use  of  up  to 
10,000  acre-feet  of  Colorado  River  water 
per  year  in  exchange  for  an  equivalent 
amoiuit  of  water  to  be  pumped  into  the 


All-American  Canal  from  a  well  field  to 
be  constructed  adjacent  to  the  canal. 

9.  County  of  San  Bernardino,  San 
Sevaine  Ciwk  Water  Project,  SRPA, 
California:  Repayment  contract  for  a 
$28.6  million  loan. 

10.  Tohono  O’odham  Nation,  SRPA. 
Arizona:  Repayment  contract  for  a  $7.3 
million  loan  for  the  Schuk  Toak  District. 

11.  Bullhead  Qty,  Consolidated  Water 
Co.,  Lake  Havasu  Qty,  Havasu  Water 
Co.,  Quartzsite,  McAllister  Subdivision, 
dty  of  Parker,  Marble  Canyon,  and 
Arizona  State  Land  Department,  BCP, 
Arizona:  Contracts  for  additional  M&I 
allocations  of  Colorado  River  water  to 
entities  located  along  the  Colorado  River 
in  Arizona  for  up  to  15,146  acre-feet  per 
year  as  recommended  by  the  Arizona 
Department  of  Water  Resources. 

12.  National  Park  Service  for  Lake 
Mead  National  Recreation  Area, 

Supreme  Court  Decree  in  Arizona  v. 
California,  and  BCP  in  Arizona  and 
Nevada:  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  for  delivery  of  Colorado 
River  water  for  the  National  Park 
Service’s  Federal  Establishment  present 
perfected  right  of  500  acre-feet  of 
diversions  annually,  and  the  National 
Park  Service’s  Federal  Establishment 
perfected  right  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  5125  (April  25, 1930). 

13.  Imperial  ID  and/or  The 
Metropolitan  WD  of  Sourthem 
California,  BCP,  California:  Construction 
and  funding  contract  to  conserve  water 
along  a  portion  of  the  All-American 
Canal  in  accordance  with  Title  n  of  the 
All-American  Canal  Lining  Act,  dated 
Januaiy  25. 1988. 

14.  (^chella  Valley  WS  and/or  *rhe 
Metropolitan  WD  of  Southern 
California,  BCP,  California:  Construction 
and  funding  contract  to  conserve  water 
along  a  portion  of  the  Coachella  Branch 
of  the  All-American  Canal  in 
accordance  with  Title  n  of  the  All- 
American  Canal  Lining  Act.  dated 
Januan  25. 1988. 

15.  Elsinore  Valley  Municipal  WD. 
Temescal  Valley  Project,  SRPA, 
California:  Repayment  contract  for  a 
$22.3  million  loan. 

16.  Mohave  Valley  ID,  BCP,  Arizona: 
Amendment  of  current  contract  for 
additional  Colorado  River  water,  change 
in  service  areas,  diversion  points,  and 
RRA  exemption. 

17.  Miscellaneous  present  perfected 
rights  entitlement  holders,  BCP,  Arizona 
and  California:  Contracts  for 
entitlements  of  Colorado  River  water  as 
decreed  by  the  U.S.  Supreme  Court  in 
Arizona  v.  California,  as  supplemented 
or  amended,  and  as  required  by  section 
5  of  the  BCP.  Miscellaneous  present 
perfected  rights  holders  are  listed  in  the 
Arizona  v.  California  settlement. 
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18.  Fedwel  Establishment  presMit 
perfected  rights  entitlemmt  holders: 
Individual  oontncts  for  administration 
of  Colorado  River  water  entitlements  of 
the  Colorado  River.  Fort  Mojave, 
Quechan.  Chemehuevi,  and  Cocopah 
Indian  THbes. 

19.  Yuma  County  Water  Users’ 
Asaodatiop,  Yuma  Project,  Arizona; 
Contract  to  raable  the  Association  to 
administer  non-irrigation  water  within 
its  service  area. 

20.  City  of  Yuma,  BCP,  Arizona: 
Amendment  to  Contract  No.  14-067-W- 
106  for  additional  points  of  diversion. 

21.  City  (rf  Yuma,  BCP,  Arizona: 
Amendment  to  Contract  14-06-W-106 
for  an  additional  point  of  diversion  to 
provide  water  dehveiy  to  Yuma 
Cogeneratimi  Associates  for  use  at  a 
Cogeneration  Plant. 

22.  Imperial  ID  and  The  Metropolitan 
WD  of  Swthem  California,  BCP, 
California:  Temporary  contract  to  store 
approximately  200,000  acre-feet  of 
water  that  is  expected  to  be  saved  over 
a  2-year  period  under  a  test  water 
savings  program  that  involves  land 
fallowing  and  a  modified  irrigation  plan 
for  alfalfe. 

23.  Crystal  Beach  Water  Conservation 
District,  BCP,  Arizona:  Contract  for 
delivery  of  132  acre-feet  per  year  of 
Colorado  River  water  for  domestic  use, 
as  recommended  by  the  Arizona 
Department  of  Water  Resources. 

24.  Southern  Nevada  Water  Authority, 
BCP,  Nevada:  Assignment  of  a  portion 
of  the  Colorado  River  Commission’s 
entitlement  to  the  Southern  Nevada 
Water  Authority.  Revision  of  water 
delivery  contracts  concerning  points  of 
diversion  and  delivery  urith  the  cities  of 
Henderson  and  Boulder  City,  Big  Bend 
WD,  and  the  Colorado  River 
Commission  regarding  the  Robert  B. 
Griffith  Water  Proj^. 

25.  HoHoKam  ID;  Central  Arizona 
Water  Conservation  District;  and  the 
cities  of  Chandler,  Glendale.  Mesa, 
Phoenix,  Scottsdale,  and  Tempe;  CAP; 
Arizona:  Principles  of  agreement, 
agreement,  and  support  arrangements  to 
provide  the  cities  with  Cliff  I)am 
replacement  water  and  provide  for  the 
repayment  of  HoHoKam  ID  Federal 
indebtedness. 

26.  Gila  River  Farms.  SRPA,  Arizona: 
Amendatory  contract  to  reschedule  May 
1, 1991,  payment  over  the  remaining 
repayment  period. 

27.  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  BCP, 
Arizona:  Contract  for  1.176  acre- feet  per 
year,  for  agricultural  use,  of  Arizona’s 
Colorado  River  urater  that  is  not  used  by 
hi^er  primity  Arizona  entitlement 
holders. 

28.  Curtis  Family  Trust  et  al.,  BCP, 
Arizona:  Contract  for  2,100  acre-feet  per 


year  of  Cokmdo  River  water  for 
agricultural  water. 

29.  Fort  McDowell  Indian 
Community,  CAP,  Arizona:  Water 
service  contract  far  13,933  acre-feet  per 
year  under  the  F(^  McDowell  Indian 
Community  Water  Rights  Settlement 
Act  of  1990. 

30.  Town  of  Paysbn,  CAP,  Arizona: 
Assignment  of  Payson’s  CAP  water 
entitlement  of  4,995  acre-feet  per  year  to 
the  city  of  Scottsdale. 

31.  Beattie  Farms  SW,  BCP,  Arizona: 
Contract  for  1390  acre-feet  per  year  of 
imused  Arizona  entitlement  for 
agricultural  use. 

32.  Section  10  Backwater.  BCP, 
Arizona:  Contract  for  250  acre-feet  per 
year  of  unused  Arizona  entitlement  for 
environmental  use  until  a  permanent 
water  sufmly  can  be  obtained. 

Upper  Colorado  Region:  Bureau  of 
Reclamation.  P.O.  Box  11568,  (125 
South  State  Street).  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah 
84147,  telenhone  801-524-5435. 

1.  Indivioual  irrigators,  M&I,  and 
miscellaneous  water  users,  Utah, 
Wyoming,  Colorado,  and  New  Mexico: 
Temporary  (interim)  water  service 
contracts  for  surplus  project  water  for 
irrigation  of  M&I  use  to  provide  up  to 
10,000  acre-feel  of  water  annually  for 
terms  up  to  10  years;  long-term 
contracts,  for  similar  service  for  up  to 
1,000  acre-feet  of  water  annually. 

(a)  The  Benevolent  and  Protective 
Order  of  the  Elks,  Lodge  No.  1747, 
Farmington.  New  Mexico:  Navajo 
Reservoir  water  service  contract:  20 
acre-feet  per  year  for  mimicipal  use. 

2.  Soutnem  Ute  Indian  Trioe,  Animas- 
La  Plata  Project,  Colorado:  Repayment 
contract  for  26,500  acre-feet  per  year  for 
M&I  use  and  2,600  acre-feet  per  year  for 
irrigation  use  in  Phase  One  and  700 
acre-feet  in  Phase  Two;  contract  terms  to 
be  consistent  with  binding  cost  sharing 
agreement  and  water  rights  settlement 
agreement. 

3.  Ute  Mountain  Ute  Tribe,  Animas-La 
Plata  Project,  Colorado  and  New 
Mexico:  Repayment  contract:  6,000  acre- 
feet  per  year  for  M&I  use  in  Colorado; 
26,400  acre-feet  per  year  for  irrigation 
use  in  Colorado;  900  acre-feet  per  year 
for  irrigation  use  in  New  Mexico; 
contract  terms  to  be  consistent  with 
binding  cost  sharing  agreement  and 
water  rights  settlement  agreement. 

4.  Navajo  Indian  Tribe,  Animas-La 
Plata  Proj^,  New  Mexico:  Repayment 
contract  for  7,600  acre-feet  per  year  for 
M&I  use. 

5.  La  Plata  Conservancy  District, 
Animas-La  Plata  Project,  New  Mexico; 
Repayment  contract  for  9,900  acre-feet 
per  year  for  irrigation  use. 

6.  Vermejo  Conservancy  District, 
Vermejo  Project.  New  Mexico:  Amend 


contract  pursuant  (o  Pub.  L.  96-550  to 
relieve  the  district  of  the  requirement  to 
make  annual  payments  until  the 
Secretary  of  tte  Interior  determines  that 
furthor  payments  ate  feasible:  the 
cvurent  obligation  exceeds  $2  million. 

7.  San  Juan  Pueblo,  San  Juan-Chama 
Project,  New  Mexico:  Repayment 
contract  for  up  to  2,000  acre-feet  of 
project  water  for  irrigation  purposes. 

8.  City  of  El  Paso,  Rio  Grande  Project, 
Texas  and  New  Mexico:  Amendment  to 
the  1941  and  1962  contracts  to  expmnd 
acreage  owned  by  the  city  to  3,000 
acres;  extend  terms  of  water  rights 
assignments;  and  allow  assignments 
outside  city  limits  under  authority  of 
the  Public  Service  Board. 

9.  Mancos  Water  Conservancy 
District,  Mancos  Project,  Colorado: 
Amendatory  contract  to  remove  contract 
restrictions  that  prevent  the  Mancos 
Water  Conservancy  District  from 
developing  hydropower  on  the  Mancos 
Project. 

10.  The  National  Park  Service,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management.  Colorado  Water 
Conservation  Board.  Wayne  N.  Aspinall 
Unit,  CRSP,  Odorado;  Contract  for 
between  180,000  to  740,000  acre-feet  of 
project  water  to  provide  specific  river 
flow  patterns  in  the  Gunnison  River 
through  the  Black  Canyon  of  the 
Gimnison  National  Monument. 

11.  Upper  Gunnison  River  Water 
Conservancy  District,  Wayne  N. 

Aspinall  Unit.  CRSP,  Colorado:  Water 
service  contract  for  500  acre-feet  for  1 
year  for  municipal  and  domestic  use. 

12.  Upper  Gunnison  River  Water 
Conservancy  District,  Wayne  N. 

Aspinall  Unit,  CRSP,  Colorado; 
Substitute  supply  plan  for  the 
administration  of  the  Gunnison  River. 

13.  Collbran  Conservancy  District, 
Collbran  Project,  Colorado:  Amendatory 
contract  defining  priority  of  use  of 
project  water. 

14.  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
North  Fork  Water  Conservancy  District, 
Paonia  Project.  Colorado:  Contract  for 
releases  to  support  endangered  fish  in 
the  Gunnison  and  Colorado  Rivers; 
water  available  for  releases  will  come 
from  reserve  capacity  held  by 
Reclamation  as  a  sediment  pool, 
estimated  to  be  1,800  acre-feet  annually; 
contract  will  defincrthe  terms  and 
conditions  associated  with  delivery  of 
this  water. 

15.  Rio  Grande  Water  Conservation 
District.  Closed  Basin  Division,  San  Luis 
Valley  Project,  Colorado:  Water  service 
contract  foir  fumi^ing  priority  4  water 
to  third  parties;  contract  will  allow 
District  to  market  priority  water,  when 
available,  for  agricultural,  mimicipal 
and/or  industrial  use. 
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16.  Bridget  Valley  Water  Conservancy 
District,  Lyman  Project,  Wyoming: 
Repayment  contract  under  safety  of 
dams  program  for  the  repair  of  Meeks 
Cabin  Dam. 

17.  State  of  Wyoming,  Seedskadee 
Project,  Wyoming:  Approval  of  a  water 
serWce  contract  between  the  State  and 
Exxon  for  300  acre-feet. 

18.  Uncompahgre  Valley  Water  Users 
Association,  Upper  Gtmnison  River 
Water  Conservancy  District,  Colorado 
River  Water  Conservation  District, 
Uncompahgre  Project,  Colorado:  Water 
management  agreement  for  water  stored 
at  Taylor  Park  Reservoir  and  the  Wayne 
N.  Aspinall  Storage  Units  to  improve 
water  management 

Creat  Pla^s  Region:  Bureau  of 
Reclamation,  P.O.  Box  36900,  Federal 
Building,  316  North  26th  Street, 

Billings,  Montana  59107-6900, 
telephone  406-657-6413. 

1.  Individual  irrigators,  M&I,  and 
miscellaneous  water  users;  Montana, 
Wyoming,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota. 
Colorado,  Kansas,  Nebraska.  Oklahoma, 
and  Texas:  Temporary  (interim)  water 
service  contracts  for  the  conveyance, 
storage,  and  exchange  of  surplus  project 
water  and  nonproject  water  for 
irrigation  or  KW  use  to  provide  up  to 
10,000  acre-feet  of  water  annually  for 
terms  up  to  5-years:  long-term  contracts 
for  similar  service  for  up  to  1,000  acre- 
feet  of  water  annually. 

2.  Fort  Shaw  ID,  Sun  River  Project, 
Montana:  R&B  loan  repayment  contract: 
up  to  $1.5  million. 

3.  Green  Mountain  Reservoir, 
Colorado-Big  Thompson  Project, 
Colorado:  Water  service  contracts  for 
irrigation,  municipal,  and  industrial 
purposes;  contract  negotiations  for  sale 
of  water  from  the  marketable  yield  to 
water  users  within  the  Colorado  River 
Basin  of  western  Colorado. 

4.  Ruedi  Reservoir,  Fryingpan- 
Arkansas  Project,  Colorado:  Repayment 
contracts;  second  round  contract 
negotiations  for  municipal,  domestic, 
and  industrial  water  horn  the  regulatory 
capacity  of  Ruedi  Reservoir. 

5.  Cedar  Bluff  ID  No.  6,  Cedar  Bluff 
Unit,  P-SMBP,  Kansas:  In  accordance 
with  Section  901  of  Pub.  L.  102-575, 

106  Stat.  4600,  terminate  the  Cedar  Bluff 
Irrigation  District’s  repayment  contract 
and  transfer  use  of  the  District’s  portion 
of  the  reservoir  storage  capacity  to  the 
State  of  Kansas  for  fish,  wildlife, 
recreation,  and  other  purposes. 

6.  Garrison  Diversion  Unit,  P-SMBP. 
North  Dakota:  Renegotiation  of  the 
master  repayment  contract  with 
Garrison  Diversion  Conservancy  District 
to  conform  with  the  Garrison  Diversion 
Unit  Reformulation  Act  of  1986; 


negotiation  of  repayment  contracts  with 
irrigators  and  Mid  users. 

7.  Com  Creek  ID,  Glendo  Unit.  P- 
SMBP,  Wyoming:  Repayment  contract 
for  10,350  acre-feet  of  supplemental 
irrigation  water  from  Glendo  Reservoir. 

8.  East  Bench  ID,  East  Bench  Unit.  P- 
SMBP,  Montana:  D&MC  contract  for 
$300,000  for  minor  constmction  work 
for  up  to  a  10-year  period. 

9.  Foss  Reservoir  Master  Conservancy 
District,  Washita  Basin  Project, 
Oklahoma:  Amendatory  repayment 
contract  for  remedial  work. 

10.  Aibuckle  Master  Conservancy 
District,  Arbuckle  Project.  Oklahoma: 
Contract  for  the  repayment  of  costs  of 
the  construction  of  the  Sulphur, 
Oklahoma,  pipeline  and  pumping  plant 
(if  constructed). 

11.  Chinook  Water  Users  Association, 
Milk  River  Project,  Montana:  SRPA 
contract  for  loan  of  up  to  $6,000,000  for 
improvements  to  the  Association’s 
water  conveyance  system. 

12.  Midvale  ID,  Riverton  Unit,  P- 
SMBP,  Wyoming:  Long-term  contract  for 
water  service  from  Boysen  Reservoir. 

13.  Tom  Green  County  Water  Control 
and  Improvement  District  No.  1,  San 
Angelo  Project.  Texas:  Contingent  upon 
passage  of  authorizing  legislation, 
negotiate  amendatory  contract  to 
increase  irrigable  acreage  within  the 
project. 

14.  Palmetto  Ben  Project,  Texas: 
Amendment  of  the  tripartite  contract 
among  the  United  States,  the  Lavaca- 
Navicbd  River  Authority  and  the  Texas 
Water  Development  Bo^  to  transfer 
the  Board's  remaining  repayment 
obligation  and  interest  in  the  Palmetto 
Bend  Project  to  the  Authority. 

15.  Canadian  River  Municipal  Water 
Authority,  Canadian  River  Project, 
Texas:  Amendatory  contract  to  reflect 
credit  for  project  lands  transferred  to  the 
National  Park  Service  under  Pub.  L. 
101-628  for  the  Lake  Meredith  National 
Recreation  Area. 

16.  Lakeview  ID,  Shoshone  Project. 
Wyoming:  New  long-term  water  service 
contract  for  up  to  3,200  acre-feet  of  firm 
water  supply  annually  and  up  to  11,800 
acre-feet  of  interim  water  from  Buffalo 
Bill  Reservoir. 

17.  Hidalgo  County  ID  No.  6,  Texas; 
SRPA  contract  for  a  20-year  loan  for  up 
to  $5,712,900  to  rehabilitate  the 
District’s  irrigation  facilities. 

18.  City  of  Rapid  City  and  Rapid 
Valley  Water  Conservancy  District, 
Rapid  Valley  Unit,  P-SMBP,  South 
Dakota:  Contract  renewal  for  up  to 
55,000  acre-feet  of  storage  capacity  in 
Pactola  Reservoir. 

19.  Thirty  Mile  Canal  Company. 
Nebraska:  SRPA  contract  for  a  loan  of 
$2,264,000  to  reline  the  main  canal. 


replace  open  laterals  with  buried  pipe, 
and  replace  bridges. 

20.  City  of  Estes  Park.  Colorado-Big 
Thompson  Project.  Colorado: 

Modification  of  water  service  contract  to 
change  point  of  diversion  and  other 
administrative  revisions. 

21.  Belle  Fourche  ID,  Belle  Fourche 
Unit,  P-SMBP,  South  Dakota: 

Amendment  to  D&MC  contract  to 
extend  work  through  1995  and  provide 
an  additional  $1  million  to  complete  the 
work. 

22.  North  Platte  Project  and  Glendo 
Unit,  P-SMBP,  Wyoming  and  N^raska 
contractors:  Repayment  contracts  under 
safety  of  dams  program  for  the 
modification  of  Pathfinder.  Guernsey, 
and  Glendo  Dams. 

23.  State  of  Colorado,  Armel  Unit,  P- 
SMBP,  Colorado:  Repayment  contract 
under  safety  of  dams  program  for  the 
modification  of  Bonny  D^. 

24.  Ainsworth  ID,  Bostwick  ID, 
Frenchman-Cambridge  ID,  Frenchman 
Valley  ID,  Kansas-Bostwidc  ID,  Kirwin 
ID,  Loup  Basin  Reclamation  District, 
Webster,  ID;  P-SMBP;  Kansas  and 
Nebraska:  Renewal  of  existing  water 
service  and  repayment  contracts  for 
irrigation  water  supplies. 

25.  Mountain  Park  Master 
Conservancy  District.  Mountain  Park 
Project,  Oklahoma:  In  accordance  with 
Section  3102  of  Pub.  L.  102-575, 106 
Stat.  4600,  amend  the  District’s  contract 
to  reflect  a  discounted  prepayment  of 
the  city  of  Frederick’s  obligation  for  the 
reimbursable  costs  of  its  M&I  water 
supply. 

26.  Northern  Cheyenne  Indian 
Reservation,  Montana:  In  accordance 
with  Section  9  of  the  Northern 
Cheyenne  Reserved  Water  Rights 
Settlement  Act  of  1992,  the  U.S.  and  the 
Northern  Cheyenne  Indian  Tribe  are 
proposing  to  contract  for  30,000  acre- 
feet  per  year  of  stored  water  from 
Bighorn  Reservoir,  Yellowtrail  Unit, 
Lower  Bighorn  Division,  P-SMBP,  in 
Montana.  The  Tribe  will  pay  the  U.S. 
both  capital  and  O&M  costs  associated 
with  each  acre-foot  of  water  the  Tribe 
sells  from  this  storage  for  M&I  purposes. 

27.  Canadian  River  Mimidpal  Water 
Authority,  Canadian  River  Project, 

Texas;  Contract  for  the  United  States  to 
pay  up  to  33  percent  of  the  costs  of  the 
salinity  control  project.  These  costs  are 
to  be  used  for  the  design  and 
construction  management  of  the  project 
facilities. 

28.  Mid-Dakota  Rural  Water  System, 
Inc.,  South  Dakota:  Pursuant  to  the 
Reclamation  Projects  Authorization  and 
Adjustment  Act  of  1992,  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  is  authorized  to  make  grants 
and  loans  to  Mid-Dakota  Rural  Water 
System.  Inc.,  a  non-profit  corporation 


39834 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  141  /  Monday,  July  26,  1993  /  Notices 


for  the  planning  and  construction  of  a 
rural  water  supply  system. 

Dated:  July  19. 1993. 

Stephen  V.  Magnnaean, 

Acting  Assistant  Commissioner,  Program. 
Budget  and  Liaison. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17716  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 
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Anedromoue  Fleh  Passage 
Improvements  at  Sivage  Rapids  Dam, 
Grants  Pass  Division,  Rogue  River 
Basin  Project,  Oregon 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Reclamation, 

Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare  a 
draft  environmental  impact  statement. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  section  102(2)(C) 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  as  amended,  the  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  (Reclamation)  intends  to 
prepare  a  draft  environmental  impact 
statement  (EIS)  on  implementation  of 
alternative  fish  passage  and  protective 
measures  at  the  Grants  Pass  Irrigation 
District  Savage  Rapids  Dam  (Dam)  in 
southwest  Oregon.  The  purpose  of  the 
action  is  to  permanently  resolve 
anadromous  fish  passage  problems  at 
the  Dam.  The  proposed  action  has 
potential  to  increase  the  total  number  of 
fish  migrating  upstream  by 
approximately  22  percent.  In  addition  to 
biological  values,  the  improvements 
would  increase  the  number  of  adult  fish 
available  for  harvest. 

R)R  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Mr. 
Robert  Christensen;  Chief, 
Environmental  and  Biological 
Compliance  Branch;  Bureau  of 
Reclamation  (Code:  PN-lSl),  1150 
North  Curtis  Road,  Boise  ID  83706- 
1234;  telephone  (208)  378-5035. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Savage  Rapids  Dam  was  constructed 
in  1921  by  the  Grants  Pass  Irrigation 
District  (GPID).  Public  Law  82-470  (July 
1952)  directed  Reclamation  to  aid  GPID 
by  making  emergency  improvements  to 
the  dam.  Public  Law  84-641  (July  1957) 
authorized  funding  for  construction  of  a 
fish  screen  at  the  intake  to  the  turbines 
and  pumps  on  the  north  side  of  the 
Dam.  Public  Law  92-199  (December 
1971)  directed  Reclamation  to  conduct  a 
feasibility  investigation  of  the  Grants 
Pass  Division  of  the  Rogue  River  Basin 
Project.  Public  Law  93—493  (October 
1974)  authorized  funding  for 
construction  of  interim  fish  passage 
measures  at  the  Dam.  The  joint  final  EIS 
on  these  measures  was  published  by 
Reclamation  and  the  then  Bureau  of 


^ort  Fisheries  and  Wildlife  in  1976. 
Three  major  measures  were 
subsequently  implemented.  These  were: 
construction  of  bulkhead  gates  in  fiont 
of  the  turbine/piunp  bays  (to  allow 
dewatering  without  the  need  to  drain 
the  reservoir);  modifications  to  the 
south  fish  ladder:  and  installation  of 
new  fish  screens  at  the  entrance  to  the 
turbine/pump  bays  (to  replace  those 
installea  by  Reclamation  under  Public 
Law  84-641).  Replacement  of  the  north 
fish  ladder  was  not  accomplished  as 
planned  because  the  replacement  cost 
was  significantly  greater  than  the  funds 
provided  by  Congress.  Further  work  on 
the  passage  problem  was  deferred  while 
a  pending  license  application  for  power 
development  was  being  reviewed  oy 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 
(FERC).  It  was  anticipated  that  a 
successful  license  applicant  would  have 
been  required  to  include  and  fund  fish 

{>assage  facilities  as  a  condition  of  its 
icense.  The  FERC  application  was  later 
invalidated  through  State  legislative 
action  preventing  further  power 
development  on  the  Rogue  River. 

Current  Activities 

The  present  study  began  in  1988  with 
a  scoping  process  that  involved 
representatives  of  the  Oregon  Water 
Resources  Department,  the  Oregon 
Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife, 
Josephine  County  (County),  the  dty  of 
Grants  Pass,  GPID,  the  Soil  Conservation 
Service,  the  National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service,  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
WaterWatch  of  Oregon,  the  Northwest 
Steelheaders,  the  Rogue  Valley 
Flyfishers,  the  Isaac  Walton  League,  and 
interested  individuals  as  well  as  a 
consultant  working  for  both  the  County 
and  GPID.  Subsequent  to  that  initial 
scoping,  in  1990  GPID  was  issued  a 
temporary  supplemental  water  right 
permit  from  the  Oregon  Water 
Resources  Department.  The  permit 
allows  GPID  to  continue  to  divert  at  its 
historic  rate  of  180  cubic  feet  per  second 
(ft^/s)  rather  than  the  certificated  rate  of 
97  (ft3/s.  The  strict  stipulations  of  this 
permit  require  GPID  to  report  to  the 
Oregon  Water  Resources  Commission  by 
March  1994  on  how  GPID  water 
diversions  will  be  reduced  to  a  rate 
commensurate  with  the  currently 
irrigated  acreage  and  on  how  the  fish 
passage  problems  at  the  Dam  will  be 
corrected.  This  permit  requires 
significant  public  involvement  in  the 
study  through  an  oversight  committee 
(Committee).  Regular  meetings  of  the 
Committee,  which  are  open  to  the 
public,  review  progress  towards  meeting 
the  terms  of  the  permit.  In  addition, 
several  public  meetings  have  been  held 
to  educate  the  public  about  various 


aspects  of  the  study  and  the  alternatives 
being  considered  and  to  seek  scoping 
input.  GPID’s  board  meetings,  which  are 
open  to  the  public,  also  serve  as  a  venue 
for  collection  of  public  input.  Several 
major  articles  have  appeared  in  the  local 
newspaper  regarding  GPID's 
circumstances,  reasons  for  increased 
water  costs,  and  alternatives  facing 
GPID.  This  ongoing  activity  has 
provided  and  will  continue  to  provide 
considerable  opportunities  for 
addressing  the  alternatives  and  related 
environmental  issues.  Additional  public 
meetings  will  be  scheduled  to  encourage 
public  and  agency  involvement  in  the 
study  and  environmental  analysis. 
Because  of  the  extensive  public 
involvement  associated  with  GPID's 
ongoing  activities,  no  formal  scoping 
meetings  are  planned  in  connection 
with  preparation  of  the  draft  EIS. 

Alternative  Measures 

Three  major  alternatives  are  being 
considered.  These  are  (1)  no  action;  (2) 
replacement  of  the  existing  fish  ladders 
and  screens  along  with  improvements  to 
the  dam  and  river  channel;  and  (3) 
removal  of  the  dam  in  conjunction  with 
construction  of  a  pumping  plant  or 
plants  to  supply  water  to  GPID’s 
distribution  system. 

Potential  Federal  Action 

Reclamation  proposes  seeking  Federal 
authorization  and  funding  for 
implementation  of  the  preferred 
alternative  once  it  is  selected.  A  draft 
EIS  is  expected  to  be  completed  and 
available  for  review  and  comment 
during  fiscal  year  1994. 

Anyone  interested  in  more 
information  concerning  the  study  or 
who  has  suggestions  as  to  significant 
environmental  issues  should  contact 
Mr.  Christensen  as  provided  above. 

Dated:  July  20, 1993. 

D.  W.  Webber. 

Acting  Deputy  Commissioner. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17657  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 
BtUlNG  cooe 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Availability  of  a  Draft  Environmental 
Assessment 

In  the  matter  of:  issuance  of  a  section  10(a) 
Permit  to  Allow  Incidental  Take  of  the 
Coastal  California  Gnatcatcher  (Polioptila 
califomica  califomica)  Present  on  the  Coyote 
Hills  East  Project  Site.  In  Accordance  with 
the  Implementation  Agreement  Incorporating 
the  Habitat  Conservation  Plan  to  Mitigate 
Impacts  On  the  Coastal  California 
Gnatcatcher  [Polioptila  califomica 
califomica)  and  Cactis  Wren 
[Campylorhynchus  brunneicapillus)  Present 
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on  the  Co]rote  HilU  Bast  Project  Site,  City  of 
Fullerton,  Orange  County,  California 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACnON:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  (Service)  proposes  to  issue  a 
Permit  under  section  10(a)(1)(B)  of  the 
Endangered  Species  Act  (Act)  to  allow 
incidental  take  of  the  coastal  California 
gnatcatcher  during  otherwise  lawful 
activities  on  the  Coyote  Hills  East  site. 
This  action  includes  execution  of  the 
Implementation  Agreement  (Agreement) 
incorporating  the  l^bitat  Conservation 
Plan  (HCP)  to  mitigate  impacts  on  the 
coastal  California  gnatcat^er  [Polioptila 
California  califomica)  and  cactus  wren 
[CampyhrhYnchus  brunneicapillus) 
present  on  the  Coyote  Hills  East  Site, 
City  of  Fullerton,  Orange  County, 
California.  The  Agreement  would 
ensure  full  implementation  of  the  HCP 
and  would  establish  a  framework  for 
issuance  of  a  Permit  under  section 
10(a)(1)(B)  in  the  event  of  a  Federal 
listing  of  the  cactus  wren.  Issuance  of  a 
Permit  for  the  cactus  wren  would  be 
subject  to  imforeseen  circumstances  and 
public  review  under  the  Act  and 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA). 

The  Service  announces  the 
availability  of  the  Draft  Environmental 
Assessment  (DEA)  for  the  issuance  of 
the  Permit,  the  HCP,  and  the  Agreement. 
This  notice  is  provided  pursuant  to 
Section  10(c)  of  the  Act  and  NEPA 
regulations.  (40  CFR  1506.6(b]). 

DATES:  Written  comments  on  the  DEA, 
HCP,  and  Agreement  should  be  received 
on  or  before  August  25, 1993. 
ADDRESSES:  Persons  who  wish  to  review 
the  DEA,  HCP,  and  Agreement  may 
obtain  a  copy  by  writing  the  Carlsbad 
Field  Office.  D^uments  will  be  made 
available  by  written  request  for  public 
inspection,  by  appointment,  during 
normal  business  hours  at  the  Carlsbad 
Field  Office.  Written  data  or  comments 
concerning  the  document  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Field  Supervisor, 
Carlsbad  Field  Office,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  2730  Loker  Avenue 
West,  Carlsbad,  California  92008.  Please 
reference  Permit  No.  PRT-768184  in 
your  comments. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Loren  Hays  at  the  Carlsbad  Field 
Office  (telephone  number  619-431- 
9440). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION: 
Background 

Unocal  Land  and  Development 
Company  proposes  to  complete  grading 
and  construction  of  the  Coyote  Hills 


East  development  project  located  within 
the  city  of  Fullerton,  Orange  County. 
California.  The  site  covers  391  acres  and 
currently  contains  a  110-acre  patch  of 
coastal  sage  scrub  vegetation.  During 
1991, 1992,  and  1993,  approximately  10 
pairs  of  gnatcatchers  and  6  pairs  of 
cactus  wren  were  recorded  using  the  on¬ 
site  coastal  sage  scrub. 

The  site  is  isolated  from  other  natural 
areas  by  urban  development  The 
nearest  natural  open  space  to  the  site 
containing  coastal  sage  scrub  habitat 
occurs  approximately  3  miles  west  of 
the  site  in  the  West  Coyote  Hills.  The 
relative  isolation  of  the  Coyote  Hills 
East  site  and  the  stability  of  the  on-site 
population  of  California  gnatcatchers 
m^es  the  Coyote  Hills  East  a  suitable 
conservation  planning  area.  The 
biological  effects  of  the  proposed 
project,  both  benefrcial  and  adverse, 
would  not  influence  the  population 
dynamics  of  regionally  important 
gnatcatcher  population  located  south 
and  west  of  the  site  in  the  San  Joaquin 
Hills  and  east  of  the  site  in  the  foothills 
of  the  Santa  Ana  Mountains. 

Implementation  of  the  project  would 
transform  the  project  site  into  a  golf- 
course  residential  community 
containing  a  total  of  883  dwelling  units, 
an  18  hole  golf  course,  parks,  and 
natural  open  space.  Grading  associated 
with  the  projert  would  remove  45.48 
acres  of  coastal  sage  scrub  from  the 
project  site.  Over  Uie  course  of  site 
grading,  the  habitat  comprising  the 
home  ranges  of  some  gnatcatcher  and 
cactus  wren  pairs  would  be  completely 
or  partially  removed.  Grading  for  the 
proposed  project  would  be  completed  in 
five  phases  over  a  20-month  period. 

Each  phase  of  grading  would  be 
accompanied  by  coastal  sage  scrub 
revegetation.  During  the  entire  20 
months  of  site  grading,  the  total  amount 
of  coastal  sage  scrub  (existing  plus 
revegetated)  will  be  greater  than  the 
current  (pre-grading)  extent  of  habitat. 
Following  site  development,  there  will 
be  a  net  gain  of  15.19  acres  of  coastal 
sage  scrub. 

The  HCP  and  Agreement  detail  the 
project  actions  that  would  result  in  take 
of  California  gnatcatchers  and  cactus 
wren  and  specific  actions  that  will  be 
incorporate  as  project  actions  to 
mitigate  such  taUngs.  Mitigation 
measures  include  a  coastal  sage  scrub 
re  vegetation  program,  a  brown-headed 
cowbird  trapping  program,  habitat 
bufiers.  habitat  fencing,  and  full  funding 
for  long-term  conservation 
commitments. 

This  DEA  considers  the 
environmental  effects  of  four 
alternatives,  including  the  proposed 
action  and  the  no  action  alternative. 


Based  on  the  comparative  analysis  of 
the  adverse  and  beneficial  impacts 
associated  with  the  four  alternatives,  it 
is  concluded  that  the  proposed  action  is 
the  preferred  and  environmentally 
superior  alternative.  The  no  action 
alternative  would  result  in  no  loss  of 
habitat;  however,  ccmservation  measures 
included  in  the  HCP  would  not  be 
implemented,  .and  the  current  risks  of 
extinction  effecting  the  California 
gnatcatcher  and  cactus  wren 
populations  would  persist,  as  would  the 
development  pressures  on  this  in-fill 
property. 

The  implementation  of  the  HCP  and 
issuance  of  the  Permit  would  allow  for 
development  that  is  compatible  with  the 
conservation  of  the  on-site  California 
gnatcatchers  and  cactus  wrens,  and 
long-term  management  of  these 
populations.  The  proposed  action 
would  (1)  reduce  impacts  to  coastal  sage 
scrub  habitat,  the  California  gnatcatcher, 
and  the  cactus  wren:  (2)  result  in  the 
implementation  of  the  conservation 
programs  within  the  HCP;  and  (3)  meet 
the  fiscal  needs  of  the  project  applicant. 
Other  alternatives  are  likely  to  result  in 
the  demise  of  these  populations.  As  a 
result,  all  alternatives  to  the  proposed 
action  were  rejected. 

The  HCP  is  consistent  with  regional 
conservation  planning  efforts  and 
continued  development  of  the  Natural 
Communities  Conservation  Plan  (NCCP) 
in  north  Orange  County.  The  HCP 
establishes  conservation  measures, 
monitoring  programs,  and  long-term 
maintenance  plans  based  on  4  years  of 
ecological  studies  on  the  site.  Further, 
the  HCP  provides  a  mechanism  for 
guaranteed  funding  of  conservation 
programs  in  perpetuity.  These  combined 
attributes  are  the  foimdation  for  the 
regional  conservation  plans  to  be 
incorporated  into  the  Orange  County 
NCCP. 

Dated:  July  19, 1993. 

Marvin  L.  Plenert, 

Regional  Director.  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service.  Portland.  Oregon. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17654  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  4310-6B-M 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[Investigation  No.  731-TA-653- 
(Preliminary)] 

Sebacic  Acid  From  China 

AGENCY:  United  States  International 
Trade  Commission. 

ACTION:  Institution  and  scheduling  of  a 
preliminary  antidumping  investigation. 
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SUMMARY:  The  Commission  hereby  gives 
notice  of  the  institution  of  preliminary 
antidumping  investigation  No.  731-TA- 
653  (Preliminary)  under  section  733(a) 
of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19  U.S.C 
§  1673b(a))  to  determine  whether  there 
is  a  reasonable  indication  that  an 
industry  in  the  United  States  is 
materiaily  injured,  or  is  threatened  with 
material  injury,  or  the  establishment  of 
an  industry  in  the  United  States  is 
materiallv  retarded,  by  reason  of 
imports  TOm  China  of  sebadc  add,* 
provided  for  in  subheading  2917.13.00 
of  the  Harmonized  Tariff  Sdiedule  of 
the  United  States,  that  are  alleged  to  be 
sold  in  the  United  States  at  less  than  fair 
value.  The  Conunission  must  complete 
preliminary  antidumping  investigations 
in  45  days,  or  in  this  case  by  September 

2. 1993. 

For  further  information  concerning 
the  conduct  of  this  investigation  and 
rules  of  general  application,  consult  the 
Conunission ’s  Rmes  of  Practice  and 
Procediue,  part  201,  subparts  A  through 
E  (19  CFR  part  201),  and  part  207, 
subparts  A  and  B  (19  CFR  part  207). 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  July  19, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
George  Deyman  (202-205-3197),  Office 
of  Investigations,  U.S.  International 
Trade  Conunission,  500  E  Street  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20436.  Hearing- 
impaired  persons  can  obtain 
information  on  this  matter  by  contacting 
the  Commission’s  TDD  terminal  on  202- 
205-1810.  Persons  with  mobility 
impairments  who  will  need  spedal 
assistance  in  gaining  access  to  the 
Conunission  should  contact  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary  at  202-205-2000. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

This  investigation  is  being  instituted 
in  response  to  a  petition  filed  on  July 

19. 1993,  by  Union  Camp  Corporation, 
Wayne,  New  Jersey. 

Partidpation  in  the  investigation  and 
public  service  list 

Persons  (other  than  petitioners) 
wishing  to  partidpate  in  the 
investigation  as  parties  must  file  an 
entry  of  appearance  with  the  Secretary 
to  the  Conunission,  as  provided  in 
§§  201.11  and  207.10  of  the 
Conunission ’s  rules,  not  later  than  seven 
(7)  days  after  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register.  The  Secretary 
will  prepare  a  public  service  list 
centring  the  names  and  addresses  of 
all  persons,  or  their  representatives, 
who  are  parties  to  this  investigation 

<  Sebadc  add  U  an  acyclic  dicarboxylic  add  with 
a  caibon  chain  link  of  10  adiich  is  derived  from 
castor  oiL 


upon  the  expiration  of  the  period  for 
filing  entries  of  appearance. 

Limited  disdosure  of  business 
proprietary  information  (BPI)  under  an 
administrative  protective  order  (APO) 
and  BPI  service  list 

Pursuant  to  $  207.7(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  the  Secretary  will 
make  BPI  gathered  in  this  preliminary 
investigation  available  to  authorized 
applicants  under  the  APO  issued  in  the 
investigation,  provided  that  the 
application  is  made  not  later  than  seven 
(7)  days  after  the  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  A 
separate  service  list  will  be  maintained 
by  the  Secretary  for  those  parties 
authorized  to  receive  BPI  imder  the 
APO. 

Conference 

The  Commission’s  Director  of 
Operations  has  scheduled  a  conference 
in  connection  with  this  investigation  for 
9:30  a.m.  on  August  9, 1993,  at  the  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission 
Building,  500  E  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
DC.  Parties  wishing  to  participate  in  the 
conference  should  contact  Doug  Corkran 
(202-205-3177)  not  later  than  August  4, 
1993,  to  arrange  for  their  appearance. 
Parties  in  support  of  the  imposition  of 
antidumping  duties  in  this  investigation 
and  parties  in  opposition  to  the 
imposition  of  su(^  duties  will  each  be 
collectively  allocated  one  hour  within 
which  to  make  an  oral  presentation  at 
the  conference.  A  nonparty  who  has 
testimony  that  may  aid  the 
Commission’s  deliberations  may  request 
permission  to  present  a  short  statement 
at  the  conference. 

Written  submissions 

As  provided  in  §§  201.8  and  207.15  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  any  person  may 
submit  to  the  Commission  on  or  before 
August  12, 1993,  a  written  brief 
containing  information  and  arguments 
pertinent  to  the  subject  matter  of  the 
investigation.  Parties  may  file  written 
testimony  in  connection  with  their 
presentation  at  the  conference  no  later 
than  three  (3)  days  before  the 
conference.  If  briefs  or  written 
testimony  contain  BPI,  they  must 
conform  with  the  requirements  of  §§ 
201.6,  207.3,  and  207.7  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

In  accordance  with  §§  201.16(c)  and 
207.3  of  the  rules,  each  document  filed 
by  a  party  to  the  investigation  must  be 
serv^  on  all  other  parties  to  the 
investigation  (as  identified  by  either  the 
public  or  BPI  service  list),  and  a 
certificate  of  service  must  be  timely 
filed.  The  Secretary  will  not  accept  a 


document  for  filing  without  a  certificate 
of  service. 

Authority:  This  investigation  is  being 
conducted  under  authority  of  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930,  title  VII.  This  notice  is  published 
pursuant  to  section  207.12  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  July  21, 1993. 

Donna  R.  Koehnke, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17697  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 
BILUNQ  CODE  7020-<»-F 

PnvMtigation  No.  337-TA-350] 

Certain  Sputtered  Carbon  Coated 
Computer  Diska  and  Producta 
Containing  Same,  Inciuding  Diak 
Drivea 

In  the  matter  of  certain  sputtered  carbon 
coated  computer  disks  and  products 
containing  same,  including  disk  drives; 
notice  of  decision  to  review  an  initial 
determination  granting  motions  for  partial 
summary  determination  on  the  issue  of 
jurisdiction;  request  for  written  submissions. 

AGENCY:  U.S.  International  Trade 
Oimmission. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission  has  determined  to  review 
an  initial  determination  (ID)  (Order  No. 
50)  issued  on  July  2, 1993  (“the  July  2 
ID’’),  by  the  presiding  administrative 
law  judge  (ALJ)  in  the  above-captioned 
investigation  granting  the  motions  for 
partial  summary  determination  on  the 
issue  of  jurisdiction  filed  by 
respondents  Komag,  Inc.  (“Komag”)  and 
Digital  Equipment  Corp.  (“Digital”). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Marc  A.  Bernstein,  Office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  U.S.  International  Trade 
Commission,  500  E  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20436,  telephone  202- 
205-3087. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Commission  instituted  this 
investigation,  which  concerns 
allegations  of  section  337  violations  in 
the  importation,  sale  for  importation, 
and  sale  after  importation  of  sputtered 
carbon-coated  computer  disks 
(“sputtered  disks”)  and  products 
containing  such  disks,  including  disk 
drives,  on  May  5, 1993.  Complainant 
Aine  alleges  infringement  of  claims  23, 
24, 25, 26,  and  29  of  U.S.  Letters  Patent 
Re  32,464  (“the  ’464  patent”). 

In  its  motion  for  partial  summary 
determination,  Komag  asserted  that  the 
Conunission  does  not  have  jurisdiction 
under  section  337  with  respect  to  its 
sputtered  disk  manufacturing  activities 
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in  the  United  States.  Digital,  a 
manufacturer  of  disk  drives,  similarly 
argued  that  the  Commission  does  not 
have  section  337  jurisdiction  with 
respect  to  those  disk  drives  that  it 
assembles  containing  U.S.- 
manufactured  sputtered  disks.  Both 
Komag  and  Digital  asserted  that  the 
jurisdictional  issues  raised  by  their 
motions  were  identical  to  those  in  six 
previous  motions  for  summary 
determination  or  partial  siunmary 
determinations  filed  by  other 
respondents  to  the  investigation  which 
the  ALJ  granted  in  an  ID  issued  on  May 
28, 1993  ("the  May  28  ID”).  In  that  ID, 
the  ALJ  concluded  that  the  Commission 
does  not  have  section  337  jurisdiction 
over  domestically-manufactured 
articles.  Complainant  Harry  E.  Aine 
opposed  the  Komag  and  Digital  motions. 

In  the  July  2  ID,  the  ALJ  grants  the 
Komag  and  Digital  partial  summary 
determination  motions  on  the  basis  of 
the  May  28  ID.  On  Jime  30, 1993,  the 
Commission  issued  a  notice  indicating 
that  it  would  review  the  May  28  ID. 

Having  reviewed  the  record  in  this 
investigation,  including  the  ID,  the 
Commission  has  determined  on  its  own 
motion  to  review  the  July  2  ID.  Review 
of  the  July  2  ID  will  be  consolidated 
with  review  of  the  May  28  ID. 
Consequently,  the  issues  under  review, 
form  of  written  submissions,  and  filing 
deadlines  for  written  submissions  with 
respect  to  the  July  2  ID  will  be  the  same 
as  ^ose  specified  in  the  June  30, 1993 
notice  for  the  May  28  ID. 

This  action  is  taken  under  the 
authority  of  section  337  of  the  Tariff  Act 
of  1930, 19  U.S.C.  section  1337,  and 
Commission  interim  rules  210.55  and 
210.56, 19  CFR  secUon  210.55,  210.56. 

Copies  of  the  nonconfidential  version 
of  the  ID  and  all  other  nonconfidential 
dooiments  filed  in  connection  with  this 
investigation  are  or  will  be  available  for 
inspection  during  official  business 
hours  (8:45  a.m.  to  5:15  p.m.)  in  the 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  U.S. 
International  Trade  Commission,  500  E 
Street  SW,  Washington,  DC  20436, 
telephone  202-205-2000.  Hearing- 
impaired  persons  are  advised  that 
information  on  this  matter  can  be 
obtained  by  contacting  the 
Commission’s  TDD  terminal  on  202- 
205-1816. 

Dated:  July  21, 1993. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Donna  R.  Koehnke, 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17695  Filed  7-2.3-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNQ  CODE  7020-Oa-a 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Finance  Docket  No.  32323] 

The  Dubois  County  Railroad  Corp., 
Trackage  Rights  Exemption,  Norfolk 
Southern  Railway  Co.;  Notice  of 
Exemption 

Norfolk  Southern  Railway  Company 
(NS)  has  agreed  to  grant  local  and 
overhead  trackage  rights  to  The  Dubois 
County  Railroad  (Corporation  (IXCRC) 
(formerly  The  Southern  Indiana  and 
Ohio  River  Railway  (Company)  over 
16.38  miles  of  rail  line  operated  by 
Indiana  Hi-Rail  (Corporation.  The 
trackage  rights  extend  from  the 
connection  with  NS  at  Huntingburg,  IN 
(milepost  46.92  EB)  to  the  connection 
with  DCRC  at  Dubois,  IN  (milepost  63.3 
EB).  The  trackage  rights  were  to  become 
effective  on  July  14, 1993.  _ 

This  notice  is  filed  under  49  CFR 
1180.2(d)(7).  If  the  notice  contains  false 
or  misleading  information  the 
exemption  is  void  ab  initio.  Petitions  to 
revoke  the  exemption  under  49  U.S.C. 
10505(d)  may  be  filed  at  any  time.  The 
filing  of  a  petition  to  revoke  will  not 
stay  the  transaction.  Pleadings  must  be 
fil^  with  the  (Commission  and  served 
on:  Carl  M.  Miller,  Miller,  Harper  & 
'Rorick,  P.O.  Box  332,  New  Haven,  IN 
46774. 

As  a  condition  to  the  use  of  this 
exemption,  any  employees  affected  by 
the  trackage  rights  will  be  protected 
imder  Norfolk  and  Western  Ry.  Co. — 
Trackage  Rights — BN,  354 1.C.C.  605 
(1978),  as  modified  in  Mendocino  Coast 
Ry.,  Inc. — Lease  and  Operate,  360 1.C.C. 
653  (1980). 

Decided:  July  16, 1993. 

By  the  Commission,  David  M.  Konschnik, 
Director,  Office  of  Proceedings. 

Sidney  L.  Strickland,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17668  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
eauNO  CODE  toss-oi-m 


[Finance  Docket  No.  32297 

Grand  Rapids  Eastern  Railroad,  Inc.— 
Purchase,  Lease  and  Operation 
Exemption — Rail  Lines  of  Central 
Michigan  Railroad  Co. 

Grand  Rapids  Eastern  Railroad.  Inc. 
(GRE),  a  noncarrier,!  has  filed  a  notice 


1  GRE  is  a  %^olly-owned  subsidiary  of  RailTex, 
Inc.,  a  noncarrier  holding  company  that  currently 
controls  11  class  m  railroads,  including  the  Mid- 
Michigan  Railroad  Company  (MMR).  Ihe  lines  to  be 
acquit  by  GRE  connect  with  those  of  MMR  and, 
as  such,  RailTex  %«rill  not  be  able  to  invoke  the 
continuance  in  control  class  exemption  at  49  CFR 
1180.2(d)(2)  to  retain  control  of  GRE  after  it  became 
a  carrier. 


of  exemption  to  purchase,  lease  and 
operate  approximately  39.0  miles  of  rail 
line  owned  by  C^entral  Midiigan 
Railroad  company  (CM).  GRE  is 
acquiring  approximately  37.5  miles  of 
main  rail  line  between  milepost  159.5  in 
(^and  Rapids,  MI  and  milepost  122.0  in 
Ionia,  MI.  GRE  also  will  lease  from  C^M 
approximately  1.5  miles  of  branch  line 
in  Grand  Rapids,  which  branch 
connects  the  main  line  at  milepost  158.2 
to  the  facilities  of  Grand  Rapids  Press. 
The  transaction  became  effective  on  July 
9. 1993. 

Any  comments  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  and  served  on:  Kelvin  J. 
Dowd,  Slover  &  Lofhis,  1224  17th  St., 
NW,  Washington,  DC  20036.  _ 

This  notice  is  filed  imder  49  CFR 
1150.31.  If  the  notice  contains  false  or 
misleading  information,  the  exemption 
is  to  void  ab  initio.  Petitions  to  revoke 
the  exemption  under  49  U.S.C.  10505(d) 
may  be  filed  at  any  time.  The  filing  of 
a  petition  to  revoke  will  not 
automatically  stay  the  transaction. 

Decided:  July  19, 1993. 

By  the  Conunission,  David  M.  Konschnik, 
Director  Office  of  Proceedings. 

Sidney  L.  Strickland,  Jr„ 

Secretary. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17669  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 

BtUJNQ  CODE  7035-01-41 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
Information  Collections  Under  Review 

The  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
(OMB)  has  been  sent  the  following 
collection(s)  of  information  proposals 
for  review  imder  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C 
chapter  35)  and  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Reauthorization  Act  since  the 
last  list  was  published.  Entries  are 
grouped  into  submission  categories, 
with  each  entry  containing  the 
following  information: 

(1)  The  title  of  the  form/collection; 

(2)  The  agency  form  number,  if  any, 
and  the  applicable  component  of  the 
Department  sponsoring  the  collection; 

(3)  How  often  the  form  must  be  filled 
out  or  the  information  is  collected; 

(4)  Who  will  be  asked  or  required  to 
respond,  as  well  as  a  brief  abstract; 

(5)  An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of 
respondents  and  the  amount  of  time 
estimated  for  an  average  respondent  to 
respond; 


To  avoid  an  unlawful  control  violation,  GRE 
states  that  its  stock  was  placed  in  an  independent 
voting  trust  pursiiant  to  49  CFR  part  1013.1  et  teq., 
prior  to  its  completion  of  the  acquisition.  RailTex 
will  be  filing  a  petition  for  exemption  undw  49 
U.S.C  10505  and  11343,  seeking  approval  to 
dissolve  the  voting  trust  and  to  assume  control  of 
GRE. 
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(6)  An  estimate  of  the  total  public 
burden  (in  hours)  asMxdated  with  the 
collection:  and, 

(7)  An  indicatian  as  to  whether 
Section  3504(h)  of  Public  Law  96-511 
appliBt. 

Comments  and/c«  suggestions 
regarding  the  item(s)  contained  in  this 
notice,  especially  regarding  the 
estimated  public  burden  a^  associated 
response  time,  should  be  directed  to  the 
OMB  reviewer,  Mr.  Jeff  Hill  on  (202) 
395-7340  and  to  the  Department  of 
Justice's  Clearance  Officer,  Mr.  Lewis 
Arnold,  on  (202)  514-^05.  If  you 
antidp^  commenting  on  a  fcinn/ 
collectitm,  but  find  thid  time  to  prepare 
such  comments  will  prevent  you  from 
prompt  submission,  you  should  notify 
the  OMB  reviewer  and  the  DOJ 
Clearance  Officer  of  your  intent  as  soon 
as  possible.  Written  comments  regarding 
the  burden  estimate  or  any  other  aspect 
of  the  coUecticm  may  be  nibmitted  to 
Office  of  Information  and  Regulatory 
Afiairs,  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  Washington,  DC  20503,  and  to 
Mr.  Lewis  Arnold,  DOJ  Clearance 
Officer,  SPS/JMD/5031  CAB, 

Department  of  Justice,  Washington,  DC 
20530. 

Extension  of  the  Expiration  Date  of  a 
Currently  Approved  Collection  Without 
Any  Change  in  the  Substance  or  in  the 
Method  of  Gcdlectkm 

(1)  Refugee/Aslyee  Relative  Petition. 

(2)  1-730.  Immigration  and 
Naturalizatiao  Senrice. 

(3)  On  occasion. 

(4)  Individuals  or  Housdiolds.  This 
form  will  be  used  to  file  petiticm  on 
behalf  of  the  applicant's  spouse  and/or 
child  who  has  never  had  refugee  or 
asylee  status. 

(5)  2,500  annual  responses  at  .083 
hours  per  response. 

(6)  207  annual  burden  hours. 

(7)  Not  applicdde  undw  3504(h). 

(1)  Application  for  Registration, 
Application  for  Registration  (Renewal). 

(2)  I^A  Form  363,  IKA  Form  363a. 

(3)  KA  363  cm  ocxasicm,  DEA  363a 
annually. 

(4)  Stme  or  local  governments, 
businesses  or  other  for-profit,  ncm-profit 
institutions. 

(5)  900  annual  respcmses  at  .5  hours 
pm  response. 

(6)  450  annual  burden  hours. 

(7)  Not  applicaUe  under  3504(h). 

Public  comment  cm  these  items  is 

encouraged. 

Dated:  July  20. 1993. 

LswtoAiMU, 

DepartmuttCleanaic*  Officer,  Deportment  of 
Justice. 

(FR  Doc.  9^17664  Filed  7-23-93;  9:45  ami 
MLUH^  CTW 


Immigration  and  Meturalliatlon  Sarvica 
PNS  No.  1396-92] 

RIN  1115-A036 

Form  1-689,  Raquaat  for  Aayfum  In  tha  ' 
United  Stataa 

AGENCY:  Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Service.  Justice.  , 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  noti(»  provides 
informaticm  cm  the  submission  of  INS 
Form  1-589,  Recpiest  for  Asylum  in  the 
United  States,  revised  8/1/91.  This 
notice  advises  the  public  that  prior 
versions  of  the  form  vrill  no  longer  be 
accepted  after  August  25, 1993.  The 
form  must  be  submitted  to  the  ' 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service 
when  an  individual  is  applying  for 
asylum  in  the  United  States. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Christine  Davidson,  Senior  Polic:y 
Analyst,  Office  of  Intematicmal  Afiairs, 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service, 
425  I  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20536,  Attn:  ULUCO,  Third  Floor, 
Telephone  (202)  633-4389. 

EFFECmVE  DATE:  August  25. 1993. 

Dated:  July  9, 1993. 

Chria  Sale, 

Acting  Commissioner,  Immigration  and 
Natumlization  Service. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17692  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNQ  CODE 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Pension  and  Welfare  Benefits 
Administration 

Advisory  Councii  on  Employee  Welters 
arNf  Perudon  Benefits  Plans;  Meeting 

Piursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
section  512  of  the  Employee  Retirement 
Security  Act  of  1974  (ERISA),  29  U.S.C. 
1142,  a  public  meeting  of  the  Working 
Group  on  Defined  Contribution  Plans 
401  (k)  of  the  Advisory  Cotmdl  on 
Employee  Welfare  and  Pension  Benefit 
Plans  will  be  held  at  9:30  a.mTNoon, 
Thursday,  August  19, 1993,  in  Suite  N- 
3437  AB,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Building,  Third  and  Ccmstitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20210. 

This  Wnrking  Group  was  formed  by 
the  Advisory  Council  to  study  issues 
relating  to  Defined  Contribution  Plans — 
401  (k)  for  employee  benefit  plans 
covert  by  EffiSA. 

The  purpose  of  the  August  19  meeting 
is  to  take  testimony  regaling  the 
implication  of  the  grov^  in  Defined 
Contribution  Plans,  including  401(k) 
Plans.  The  Working  Group  will  also  take 


testimony  and  or  submissions  from 
employee  representatives,  employer 
representatives  and  other  interested 
individuals  and  groups  regarding  the 
subject  matter. 

Individuals,  or  representatives  of 
organizations  wishing  to  address  the 
Working  Group  should  submit  a  written 
request  on  or  ^fore  Augtist  16. 1993  to 
William  E.  Morrow,  Executive 
Secretary.  ERISA  Advisory  Coimdl, 

U.S.  Department  of  Labor.  Suite  N- 
5677,  200  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20210.  Oral 
presentations  will  be  limited  to  ten 
minutes,  but  vritnesses  may  submit  an 
extended  statement  for  the  record. 

Organizations  or  individuals  may  also 
submit  statements  for  the  record 
without  testifying.  Twenty  (20)  copies  of 
such  statement  should  be  sent  to  the 
Executive  Secretary  of  the  Advisory 
Coundl  at  the  above  address.  Papers 
will  be  accepted  and  induded  in  the 
record  of  the  meeting  if  received  on  or 
before  August  16, 1993. 

Signed  at  Washington,  DC,  this  20th  day  of 
July.  1993. 

Olena  Berg, 

Assistant  Secretary.  Pension  and  Welfare 
Benefits  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17693  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  amj 
BIUJNQ  COOC  4S10-2S-H 


Advisory  CouncH  on  Employee  Weltere 
and  Pension  Benefits  Plans;  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  ctmtained  in 
section  512  of  the  Employee  Retirement 
Security  Act  of  1974  (ERISA),  29  U.S.C 
1142,  a  public  meeting  of  the  Advisory 
Coundl  on  Employee  Welfare  and 
Pension  Benefit  Plans  will  be  held  on 
Friday,  August  20, 1993,  in  Suite  N- 
3437  AB,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
Building.  Third  and  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washii^on,  DC  20210. 

The  purpose  of  the  mghtieth  meeting 
of  the  Secretary’s  ERISA  Advisory 
Coundl  which  will  begin  at  12:30  p.m./ 
4  p.m.,  is  to  bear  reports  on  the  status 
of  the  three  work  group  efforts  and 
conduct  any  other  business  that  may 
come  before  the  Council.  The  Coundl 
has  established  three  work  groups  i.e.. 
Economically  Targeted  Investments, 
Prohibited  Transactions  and  Defined 
Contribution  Plans — 401(k).  The 
Council  will  also  take  testimony  and  or 
submissions  from  employee 
representatives,  employer 
representatives  and  other  interested 
individuals  and  groups  regarding  any 
aspect  of  the  administration  of  ERISA. 

Members  of  the  public  are  encouraged 
to  file  a  written  statement  pertaining  to 
any  topic  concerning  ERISA  by 
submitting  20  copies  on  or  before 
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August  16, 1993  to  William  E.  Morrow, 
Executive  Secretary,  ERISA  Advisory 
Council,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  suite 
N-5677,  200  Constitution  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20210.  Individuals,  or 
representatives  of  organizations  wishing 
to  address  the  Advisory  Council  should 
forward  their  request  to  the  Executive 
Secretary  or  telephone  (202)  219-8753. 
Oral  presentations  will  be  limited  to  ten 
minutes,  but  witnesses  may  submit  an 
extended  statement  for  the  record. 

Organizations  or  individuals  may  also 
submit  statements  for  the  record 
without  testifying.  Twenty  (20)  copies  of 
such  statement  should  be  sent  to  the 
Executive  Secretary  of  the  Advisory 
Council  at  the  above  address.  Papers 
will  be  accepted  and  included  in  the 
record  of  the  meeting  if  received  on  or 
before  August  16, 1993. 

Signed  at  Washington,  DC,  this  20th  day  of 
July,  1993. 

Olena  Berg, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Pension  and  Welfare 
Benefits  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17694  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNO  CODE  4S10-29-M 


NATIONAL  COUNCIL  ON  THE 
HUMANITIES 

Meeting 

July  19. 1993. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub. 

L.  92-463,  as  amended)  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  a  meeting  of  the  National 
Council  on  the  Humanities  will  be  held 
in  Washington,  DC  on  August  12-13, 
1993. 

The  purpose  of  the  meeting  is  to 
advise  the  Acting  Chairman  of  the 
National  Endowment  for  the  Humanities 
with  respect  to  policies,  programs,  and 
procedures  for  carrying  out  his 
functions,  and  to  review  applications  for 
financial  support  and  gifts  offered  to  the 
Endowment  and  to  m^e 
recommendations  thereon  to  the 
.Cheurman. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Old 
Post  Office  Building,  1100  Pennsylvania 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  DC.  A 
portion  of  the  morning  and  afternoon 
sessions  on  August  12-13, 1993,  will 
not  be  open  to  the  public  pursuant  to 
subsections  (c)(4).  (6)  and  (9)(B)  of 
section  552b  of  title  5.  United  States 
Code  because  the  Council  will  consider 
information  that  may  disclose:  Trade 
secrets  and  commercial  or  financial 
information  obtained  from  a  person  and 
privileged  or  confidential:  information 
of  a  personal  nature  the  disclosure  of 
which  will  constitute  a  clearly 


imwarranted  invasion  of  personal 
privacy;  and  information  the  disclosure 
of  which  would  significantly  frustrate 
implementation  of  proposed  agency 
action.  I  have  made  this  determination 
under  the  authority  granted  me  by  the 
Chairman’s  Delegation  of  Authority 
dated  July  19, 1993. 

The  agenda  for  the  sessions  on  August 
12, 1993,  will  be  as  follows: 

8:30-9  a.m.:  Coffee  for  Council  Members — 
Room  527  (Open  to  the  Public) 

Committee  Meetings 
(Open  to  the  Public) 

Policy  Discussion 

9-10  a.m..  Education  Programs — Room  M- 
14,  Fellowship  Programs — Room  315, 
Public  Programs — Room  415,  Research 
Programs/Preservation  and  Access — Room 
M-07,  State  Programs  and  Office  of 
Outreach — Room  507 
10  a.m.  until  Ad}oumed:  (Closed  to  the 
Public)  Discussion  of  specific  grant 
applications  before  the  Council 
The  morning  session  on  August  13, 1993, 
will  convene  at  9  a.m.,  in  the  1st  Floor 
Cotmcil  Room,  M-09,  and  will  be  open  to  the 
public,  as  set  out  below.  The  agenda  for  the 
morning  session  will  be  as  follows: 

(Coffee  for  Staff  and  Council  members  will  be 
served  from  8:30-9  a.m.) 

Minutes  of  the  Previous  Meeting 
Reports 

A.  Introductory  Remarks 

B.  Introduction  of  New  Staff 

C  Contracts  Awarded  in  the  Previous 
Quarter 

D.  Budget  Report 

E.  Legislative  Report 

F.  Committee  Reports  on  Policy  and 
General  Matters  Overview 

1.  Education  Programs 

2.  Fellowships  Programs 

3.  Public  Prt^grams 

4.  Research  Programs 

5.  Preservation  and  Access 

6.  State  Programs  and  Office  of  Outreach. 
The  remainder  of  the  proposed  meeting 

will  be  given  to  the  consideration  of  specific 
applications  (closed  to  the  public  for  the 
reasons  stated  above). 

Further  information  about  this  meeting  can 
be  obtained  from  Mr.  David  C.  Fisher, 
Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer, 
Washington,  DC  20506,  or  call  area  code 
(202)  606-8322,  TDD  (202)  606-8282. 
Advance  notice  of  any  special  needs  or 
accommodations  is  appreciated. 

David  C  Fisher, 

Advisory  Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17611  Filed  7-23-93: 8:45  amj 
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PEACE  CORPS 

Compliance  With  Privacy  Act  of  1974; 
System  of  Records 

AGENCY:  Peace  Corps  of  the  United 
States. 


ACTION:  Notice  of  establishment  of  new 
system  of  records. 

SUMMARY:  On  June  1, 1993,  the  Peace 
Corps  published  a  notice  of  a  proposed 
new  system  of  records,  the  Office  of 
Inspector  C^neral  (OIG)  Investigative 
Files  and  Records.  The  new  system  of 
records  facilitates  the  OIG’s  ability  to 
collect,  maintain,  use  and  disclose 
information  in  support  of  the  OIG’s 
investigative  activities  relating  to  Peace 
Corps  programs  and  operations.  The 
Peace  Ckirps  is  adopting  that  proposal  in 
this  notice. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  This  notice  is  effective 
August  25, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Jeffrey  Rush,  Jr.,  Acting  Inspector 
General.  Office  of  Inspector  General,  or 
Margaret  E.  Aira,  Legal  Counsel,  Office 
of  Inspector  General,  Room  5300, 1990 
K  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20526. 
Telephone:  (202)  606-3320.  TDD  (202) 
606-1313  for  party  relay  message. 

Copies  of  this  notice  may  be  obtained  in 
an  alternate  format  upon  request. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  As 
required  by  5  U.S.C.  552a(e)(4),  on  Jime 
1, 1993,  the  Peace  Corps  published  a 
notice  of  a  proposed  new  system  of 
records  consisting  of  the  Office  of 
Inspector  General  (OIG)  Investigative 
Files  and  Records  (58  31223).  The 

system  of  records  being  established 
enables  the  PC  OIG  to  carry  out  its 
statutory  resp>onsibilities  under  the 
Inspector  General  Act  Amendments  of 
1988  (Pub.  L.  100-504). 

In  a  separate  notice,  the  Peace  Corps 
published  a  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  to  amend  22  CFR  part  308 
to  exempt  this  system  of  records  from 
certain  provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  552a 
pursuant  to  subsections  (j)(2)  and  (k)(2) 
of  section  (58  FR  31181).  A  notice  of 
final  rulemaking  adopting  that  rule  is 
published  in  the  rules  and  regulations 
section  of  today’s  Federal  Register. 

No  comments  have  been  received 
from  the  public  or  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  on  the 
proposed  establishment  of  this  system 
of  records.  Accordingly,  the  Peace  Corps 
adopts  the  proposal  to  establish  the 
following  system  of  records: 

System  Numbar:  PC-19 
SYSTEM  name: 

Office  of  Inspector  General 
Investigative  Files  and  Records. 

SECURITY  classification: 

None. 

SYSTEM  location: 

Office  of  Inspector  General,  Peace 
Corps.  1990  K  Street,  NW.,  Room  5300, 
Washington,  DC  20526. 
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CATEOOMES  OF  SSXMDUALS  COVEREO  BY  IMC 
EYSTEU: 

(A)  Stdijects  of  investigations  or 
complaints,  including  (Imt  not 
necessarily  limited  to)  cunent  and 
former  PC  employees  (including  foieign 
service  nationals),  trainees,  and 
Volunteers;  currmit  and  former  experts, 
consultants,  contractors  and  their 
employees;  otho-  parties  doing  business 
with  the  PC;  and  other  individuals 
whose  acts  or  mnissims  relate  to  alleged 
violations  of  any  law  or  regulation 
whidi  afiects  the  integrity  of  operations 
or  facilities  of  the  PC 

(B)  Witnesses,  complainants, 
confidential  or  nonconfidential 
informants,  suspects,  or  parties  who 
have  been  identified  by  me  QIG  or  by 
other  agencies,  and  members  of  the 
general  public  as  within  the  authorized 
functions  of  the  Inspector  General. 

CATEOOmES  OF  RECORDS  M  THE  SYSTEM: 

Correspcmdrace  related  to 
investigations:  Letters,  memoranda  and 
other  documents  describing  or  related  to 
complaints  of  alleged  criminal  or 
administrative  misconduct;  infmmation 
provided  by  subjects,  witnesses,  and 
governmental  investigatmy  or  law 
enforcement  organizaticms;  reports  of 
investigation,  including  relati^ 
affidavits,  statements  ^m  witnesses, 
memoranda  of  intwviews,  transcripts  of 
testimony  taken  in  the  investigation  and 
accompanying  exhibits;  documents  and 
recmds  or  copies  obtained  during  the 
investigation;  working  pages  of  t^  staff, 
investigators'  notes,  and  other 
docummits  and  records  relating  to  the 
investigation;  information  about 
criminal,  dvil,  or  administrative 
referrals;  and  opening  reports,  progress 
reports,  and  closing  reports  wiffi 
recommendations  for  corrective  action. 

AUTHORITY  FOR  UAMTEMANCE  OF  THE  SYSTEM: 

The  Inspector  General  Act  of  1978,  as 
amended  (5  U.S.C  App.  3)  and  5  U.S.C 
301. 

FURf>OSE(S): 

Pursuant  to  the  Inspector  General  Act 
of  1978,  as  amended,  the  system  is 
maintained  for  the  purposes  of  (1) 
Conducting  and  documenting 
investigations  by  the  OIG  or  other 
investigative  agencies  regarding  PC 
programs  and  operations,  both  domestic 
and  foreign,  and  reporting  the  results  of 
investigations  to  otner  Federal  agencies, 
other  public  authorities  or  profrasional 
organizations  which  have  the  authority 
to  bring  criminal  or  civil  prosecutions, 
to  take  administrative  actions,  or  to 
impose  other  disciplinary  sanctions;  (2) 
documenting  the  outcome  of  OIG 
investigations;  (3)  maintaining  a  record 


of  the  activities  which  were  the  subject 
of  investigations;  (4)  rqjorting 
investigative  findings  to  other  PC  offices 
for  their  use  in  operating  and  evaluating 
their  programs  or  operations,  and  in  the 
imporition  of  civil  at  administrative 
sanctions;  (S)  coordinating  relationships 
with  other  Federal,  State  and  local 
govwnmental  agencies,  and 
nongovemmentcd  entities  in  matters 
relating  to  the  statutory  responsibilities 
of  the  OIG;  and  (6)  acting  as  a  repository 
and  source  for  information  necessary  to 
fulfill  the  reporting  requirements  of  the 
Inspector  General  Act. 

ROUTINE  USES  OF  RECORDS  MAINTASIED  M  THE 
SYSTEM,  MCLUDINQ  CATEOORIES  OF  USERS  AND 
THE  PURPOSES  OF  SUCH  USES: 

1.  A  record  in  the  system  of  records 
may  be  disclosed,  as  a  routine  use,  to 
other  agencies,  offices,  establishments, 
and  authorities,  whether  federal,  state, 
local,  foreign,  or  self-regulatory 
(including,  but  not  limited  to, 
organizaticms  such  as  professional 
associations  or  licensing  boards), 
authorized  or  with  the  responsibility  to 
investigate,  litigate,  prosecute,  enforce, 
or  implement  a  statute,  rule,  regulation, 
or  order,  where  the  record  or 
information,  by  itself  or  in  combination 
with  other  records  or  information: 

(a)  Indicates  a  violaticm  or  potential 
violation  of  law,  whether  criminal,  civil, 
administrative,  or  regulatory  in  nature, 
and  whether  arising  by  general  statute 
or  particular  program  statute,  or  by 
regulation,  rule,  or  order  issued 
pursuant  thereto,  or 

(b)  Indicates  a  violation  or  potential 
violation  of  a  professional,  licensing,  or 
similar  regulation,  rule  or  mder,  at 
otherwise  reflects  on  the  qualifications 
or  fitness  of  an  individual  who  is 
licensed  or  seeking  to  be  licensed. 

2.  A  record  from  the  system  of  records 
may  be  disclosed,  as  a  routine  use,  to 
any  source,  private  or  governmental,  to 
the  extent  necessary  to  secure  from  such 
source  information  relevant  to,  and 
sought  in  furtherance  of,  a  legitimate 
OIG  investigation,  inspection  or  audit. 

3.  A  record  from  the  system  of  records 
may  be  disclosed,  as  a  routine  use,  to  a 
Federal,  State,  local  or  foreign  agency 
maintaining  civil,  criminal  or  other 
relevant  enforcement  information,  or 
other  pertinent  records,  if  necessary  to 
obtain  information  relevant  to  a  PC 
decision  concerning  the  assignment, 
hiring  or  retention  of  an  individual,  the 
issuance  of  a  security  clearance,  or  the 
letting  of  a  contract 

4.  A  record  from  the  system  of  records 
may  be  disclosed,  as  a  routine  use,  to 
other  agencies,  offices  or  establishments 
of  the  executive,  legislative,  or  judicial 


branches  of  the  federal  or  state 
govenunent: 

(a)  Where  such  agency,  office,  or 
es^li^unent  has  an  interest  in  the 
individual  for  employment  purposes, 
including  a  security  clearance  ox 
determination  as  to  access  to  classified 
informaticm.  and  needs  to  evaluate  the 
individual's  Qualifications,  suitability, 
or  loyalty  to  the  United  States 
Government  or 

(b)  Where  an  agency,  office  or 
establishment  conducts  an  investigation 
of  the  individual  for  purposes  of 
granting  a  security  clearance,  or  making 
a  determination  of  qualifications, 
suitability,  or  loyalty  to  the  United 
States  Government  or  access  to 
classified  information  or  restricted 
areas,  or 

(c)  Where  the  records  or  information 
in  those  records  are  relevant  and 
necessary  to  a  decision  with  regard  to 
the  hiring  or  retention  of  an  employee 
or  disciplinary  or  other  administrative 
action  concerning  the  employee,  or 

(d)  Where  disclosure  is  requested  in 
connection  with  the  award  of  a  contract 
or  other  determination  relating  to  a 
government  procurement,  or  the 
issuance  of  a  license,  grant  or  other 
benefit  by  the  requesting  agency,  or  the 
issuance  of  a  license,  grant,  or  other 
benefit  by  the  requesting  agency,  to  the 
extent  that  the  record  is  relevant  and 
necessary  to  the  requesting  agency's 
decision  on  the  matter,  including  but 
not  limited  to,  disclosure  to  any  Fedm-al 
agency  responsible  for  considering 
suspension  or  debarment  action  where 
such  retx>rd  would  be  germane  to  a 
determination  of  the  propriety  at 
necessity  of  sucdi  action,  or  disclosure  to 
the  United  States  General  Accoimting 
Office,  the  General  Services 
Administration  Board  of  Contract 
Appeals,  or  any  other  Federal  contract 
board  of  appeals  in  cases  relating  to  an 
agency  procxirement 

5.  A  record  from  the  system  of  records 
may  be  disclosed,  as  a  routine  use,  to 
the  Department  of  Jtistice  to  the  extent 
necessary  for  obtaining  its  advise  cm  any 
matter  relevant  to  an  OIG  investigation, 
audit,  inspecrtion,  or  other  inquiry 
related  to  the  respcmsibilities  of  the  OIG. 
including  advice  ccmceming  the 
accessibility  of  a  record  or  information 
under  the  FMvacy  Act  or  Freedom  of 
Information  Act. 

6.  A  record  from  the  system  of  records 
may  be  disclosed,  as  a  routine  use,  to  a 
Ccmgressional  Officre  as  described  in 
General  Routine  Use  number  7. 

7.  A  record  from  the  system  of  records 
may  be  disclosed,  as  a  routine  use,  to 
the  Office  of  Specdal  Ccmnsel  where 
relevant  and  necessary  to  carry  out  its 
functions  and  relevant  and  necessary  to 
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carry  out  QIC  operations  to  detect  and 
prevent  fraud,  waste,  and  abuse. 

8.  In  the  event  of  litigation,  a  record 
from  the  system  of  records  may  be 
disclosed,  as  a  routine  use,  to  the 
Department  of  Justice,  other  coiinsel  or 
representative  for  the  PC,  a  court, 
adjudicative  body  (including  but  not 
limited  to  the  Merit  Systems  Protection 
Board  and  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Commission),  individual  or 
entity  designated  by  the  OIG  or  PC  to 
resolve  disputes,  and/or  a  potential 
witness  where  disclosure  is  relevant  and 
necessary  to  the  litigation  and  is 
compatible  with  the  purpose  for  which 
the  records  were  collected.  Such  a 
disclosure  may  be  made  in  the  event 
that  one  of  the  parties  listed  below  is 
involved  in  the  litigation,  or  has  an 
interest  in  such  litigation:  (i)  PC,  or  any 
component  of  the  Agency;  (ii)  Any 
employee  of  PC  in  his  or  her  official 
capacity;  (iii)  Any  employee  of  PC  in  his 
or  her  individual  capacity  where  the 
Department  of  Justice  has  agreed  to 
represent  the  employee;  or  (iv)  the 
United  States,  where  PC  determines  that 
the  litigation  is  likely  to  affect  the 
Agency  or  any  of  its  components. 

9.  A  record  from  the  system  of  records 
may  be  disclosed,  as  a  routine  use,  to 
the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  its  advice 
regarding  agency  obligations  under  the 
Privacy  Act,  or  in  connection  with  the 
review  of  private  relief  legislation. 

10.  A  record  from  the  system  of 
records  may  be  disclosed,  as  a  routine 
use,  to  debt  collection  contractors  for 
the  purpose  of  collecting  delinquent 
debts  as  Suthorized  by  the  Debt 
Collection  Act  of  1982,  31  U.S.C.  3718. 

11.  A  record  from  the  system  of 
records  may  be  disclosed,  as  a  routine 
use,  to  inde{»endent  auditors  or  other 
private  firms  with  which  the  OIG  has 
contracted  to  carry  out  an  independent 
audit  or  investigation,  or  to  analyze, 
collage,  aggregate  or  otherwise  refine 
data  collection  in  the  system  of  records, 
subject  to  the  requirement  that  such 
contractors  shall  maintain  Privacy  Act 
safeguards  with  respect  to  such  records. 

12.  A  record  from  the  system  of 
records  may  be  disclosed,  as  a  routine 
use,  to  the  U.S.  Ambassador  or  his  or 
her  designee  in  host  countries  where  the 
Peace  Corps  serves  as  described  in 
General  Routine  Use  number  9. 

POUCIES  AND  mACnCES  FOR  STORING, 
RETRIEVING,  ACCESSING,  RETAININQ,  AND 
DISROSINQ  OF  RECORDS  IN  TME  SYSHTEM: 

STORAGE: 

The  files  consist  of  paper  records 
maintained  in  folders  and  an  automated 
data  base  maintained  on  computer 
diskettes.  The  folders  and  diskettes  are 


stored  in  locked  metal  file  cabinets.  The 
file  cabinets  are  located  in  secured 
offices  in  the  Office  of  the  Inspector 
General. 

RETREVABRJTY: 

The  records  are  retrieved  by  the  name 
of  the  subject  of  the  investigation.  The 
records  are  retrieved  by  manual  or 
computer  search  of  alphabetical  indices 
or  cross-indices.  Indices  list  names  and 
known  addresses  of  individuals, 
companies,  and  organizations. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

The  records  are  available  only  to 
those  persons  whose  official  duties 
require  such  access.  The  records  are 
kept  in  limited  access  areas  during  duty 
hours  and  in  locked  file  cabinets  in 
locked  offices  at  all  other  times. 

RETENTION  AND  DISPOSAL: 

Files  containing  information  or 
allegations,  which  are  of  an 
investigative  nature  but  do  not  relate  to 
a  specific  investigation,  are  retained  for 
a  period  of  5  years  and  then  destroyed. 
All  other  investigative  files  are  placed  in 
inactive  files  when  the  case  is  closed. 
Closed  case  files  are  retained  for  10 
years  and  then  destroyed,  unless  the 
record  is  deemed  to  have  historical 
significance. 

SYSTEM  MANAGER  AND  ADDRESS: 

Inspector  General,  Office  of  Inspector 
General,  Peace  Corps,  1990  K  Street, 

NW.,  Room  5300,  Washington,  DC 
20526. 

NOTIFICATION  PROCEDURES: 

Individuals  seeking  to  determine 
whether  this  system  of  records  contains 
information  pertaining  to  themselves 
should  write  to  the  System  Manager  at 
the  above  address,  furnishing  his  or  her 
name,  address,  and  social  security 
number. 

RECORD  ACCESS  PROCEDURES: 

See  Notification  Procedures  above. 

CONTESTING  RECORD  PROCEDURES: 

See  Notification  Procedures  above. 

RECORD  SOURCE  CATEGORIES: 

Peace  Corps  and  other  Federal,  State 
and  local  government  records; 
interviews  of  witnesses;  documents  and 
other  material  furnished  by 
nongovernmental  sources.  Sources  may 
include  confidential  sources 

SYSTEM  EXEMPTED  FROM  CERTAIN  PROVISIONS 
OF  THE  ACT: 

Pursuant  to,  and  limited  by,  5  U.S.C. 
552a(j)(2),  this  system  of  records  is 
exempt  from  alt  the  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  552a,  except  subsections  (b), 

(c)(1)  and  (2),  (e)(4)(A)  through(F),  (e)(6). 


(7),  (9),  (10),  and  (11),  and  (i),  insofar  as 
the  system  contains  information 
pertaining  to  criminal  law  enforcement 
investigations.  This  system  of  records  is 
also  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  22 
CFR  308.11  through  308.17  to  the  extent 
that  the  provisions  of  these  sections 
conflict  with  this  paragraph. 

Pursuant  to,  and  limited  by,  5  U.S.C. 
552a(k)(2),  this  system  of  records  is 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  5  U.S.C. 
552a(c)(3),  (d),  (e)(1),  (e)(4)(G),  (HI,  and 
(I),  and  (f)  inso^  as  it  contains 
investigatory  materials  compiled  for  law 
enforcement  purposes.  This  system  of 
records  is  also  exempt  from  the 
provisions  22  CFR  308.11  through 
308.17  to  the  extent  that  the  provisions 
of  these  section  conflict  with  this 
paragraph. 

Dated:  July  14, 1993. 

John  P.  Hogan, 

Acting  Director,  Peace  Corps  of  the  United 
States. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17261  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  a0S1-«l-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release  No.  34-32649;  File  No.  SR-CSE- 
93-02] 

Seif-Regulatory  Organizations;  Filing 
of  Proposed  Rule  Change  by 
Cincinnati  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 
Relating  to  an  Amendment  to  CSE  Rule 
11.9<a)(8)  Defining  “Professional 
Agency  Orders’*  To  include  Futures 
Commission  Merchants  and  Members 
of  Contract  Markets 

July  16. 1993. 

Pursuant  to  section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
(“Act”),  15  U.S.C.  78s{b)(l),  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  on  ^y  24. 1993,  the 
Cincinnati  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  (“CSE” 
or  “Exchange”)  filed  with  the  Secnirities 
and  Exchange  Commission 
(“Commission”)  the  proposed  rule 
change  as  described  in  Items  I,  n  and  III 
below,  which  Items  have  been  prepared 
by  the  sel^regulatory  organization.  The 
Commission  is  publishing  this  notice  to 
solicit  comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  fiom  interested  persons. 

1.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Profiosed  Rule  Change 

The  CSE  hereby  proposed  to  amend 
Exchange  Rule  11.9(a)(8)  which 
describes  “professional  agency  orders” 
in  that  the  proposed  change  relates  to 
the  agreement  between  the  CSE  and  The 
Chicago  Board  of  Trade  (“CBOT”) 
allowing  joint  members  to  access  the 
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CSE’s  National  Securities  Trading 
System  ("NSTS”)  via  the  CBOT’s  Board 
of  Trade  Work  Station  (“BOTWS"). 

The  text  of  the  propcNMd  rule  change 
is  available  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  CSE  and  at  the  Commission. 

n.  Self-Regulatory  Oiganization's 
Statement  of  the  PurpM  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  die  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

In  its  filing  with  the  Commission,  the 
self-regulatory  organization  included 
statements  concerning  the  purpose  of 
and  basis  for  the  proposed  rule  change 
and  discussed  any  comments  it  received 
on  the  proposed  rule  change.  The  text 
of  these  statements  may  be  examined  at 
the  places  specified  in  Item  IV  below. 

The  self-regulatory  organization  has 
prepared  summaries,  set  forth  in 
Sections  A.  B,  and  C  below,  of  the  most 
significant  aspects  of  such  statements. 

A.  Self-Regulatory  Organization's 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of,  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

1.  Purpose 

The  CSE  is  modifying  the  definition 
of  professional  agency  orders  to  include 
orders  entered  for  the  account  of  futures 
commission  merchants  and  members  of 
a  contract  market.  The  inclusion 
coincides  with  the  agreement  reached 
between  the  CSE  and  CBOT  whereby 
Joint  members  will  be  able  to  include 
their  CSE  NSTS  order  entry  screen  on 
their  CBOT  BOTWS  work  station 
computer.  The  CSE  entered  into  the 
agreement  for  the  purpose  of  reducing 
the  burden  on  joint  members  that 
multiple  terminals  and 
telecommunication  linkages  would 
impose  if  the  member  was  required  to 
maintain  separate  NSTS  and  BOTWS 
terminals.  The  agreement  provides  joint 
members  with  the  flexibility  to  choose 
to  include  the  NSTS  system  used  by  the 
CSE  within  the  CBOT’s  BOTWS  system, 
and  thus  save  desk  space  and  associated 
costs  that  would  be  present  if  two 
separate  terminals  were  required.  The 
CSE  believes  that  the  agreement  will 
provide  members  with  an  efficient 
computerized  telecommunications 
linkage  to  the  markets  where  they  are 
members. 

The  inclusion  of  the  NSTS  trading 
screen  on  the  BOTWS  terminal  will 
allow  joint  CBOT/CSE  members  to  enter 
stock  orders  via  NSTS  directly  fium  the 
floor  of  the  CBOT  if  that  is  where  the 
member  locates  their  BOTWS  terminal. 
While  such  member  can  enter  stock 
orders  from  the  CBOT  floor  via  phone 
or  other  telecommunication  network 
already  in  place,  the  NSTS  screen  will 


give  the  CSE  member  more  direct  access 
for  his  or  her  stock  orders.  *rhe  CBOT 
has  represented  that  no  BOTWS 
terminals  will  be  allowed  within  a 
trading  pit  and  that  their  locations  are 
in  member  firm  booths  aroimd  the 
trading  floor.  Additionally,  a  CBOT 
member  that  makes  markets  in  futures 
on  a  stock  index  will  not  be  allowed  to 
make  markets  in  stocks  that  comprise 
that  index  on  CSE  NSTS  terminals 
located  on  the  floor  of  the  CBOT.  The 
CSE  believes  that  by  limiting  the 
terminal  locations  and  accessibility  and 
implementing  the  surveillance 
procedures  for  joint  members  that  have 
been  reached  under  a  separate 
agreement,  any  concerns  regarding 
potential  side-by-side  trading  will  be 
addressed. 

2.  Statutory  Basis 

The  proposed  rule  change  is 
consistent  with  Sections  6(b)  of  the  Act 
in  general  and  furthers  the  objectives  of 
Section  6(b)(5)  in  particular  in  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  removes 
impediments  to  and  perfects  the 
mechanism  of  a  free  and  open  market 
while  not  discriminating  between 
customers,  issuers,  brokers  or  dealers. 

B.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Burden  on  Competition 

The  CSE  does  not  believe  that  the 
proposed  rule  change  will  impose  any 
inappropriate  burden  on  competition. 

C.  Self-Regulatory  Organization's 
Statement  on  Comments  on  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  Received  From 
Members,  Participants  or  Others 

No  written  comments  were  solicited 
or  received  with  respect  to  the  proposed 
rule  change. 

III.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  Timing  for 
Commission  Action 

Within  35  days  of  the  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register  or 
within  such  other  period  (i)  as  the 
Commission  may  designate  up  to  90 
days  of  such  date  if  it  finds  such  longer 
period  to  be  appropriate  and  publishes 
its  reasons  for  so  finding  or  (ii)  as  to 
which  the  self-regulatory  organization 
consents,  the  Commission  will: 

(A)  By  order  approve  the  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change 
should  be  disapproved. 

IV.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 


should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securifies  and  Exchange 
Commission,  450  Fifth  Street.  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent 
amendments,  all  written  statements 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  rule 
change  that  are  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  all  written 
commimications  relating  to  the 
proposed  rule  change  between  the 
Commission  and  any  person,  other  than 
those  that  may  be  unthheld  bum  the 
public  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  552,  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  Commission’s  Public  Reference 
Section,  450  Fifth  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20549.  Copies  of  such 
filing  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  principal 
office  of  the  CSE.  All  submissions 
should  refer  to  File  No.  SR-CSE-93-02 
and  should  be  submitted  by  August  16. 
1993. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Margaret  H.  McFarland, 

Depu  ty  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17609  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 

BtUma  CODE 

[RelMse  No.  34-32644;  File  No.  SR-GSCC- 
93-06] 

Self-Regulatory  Organizations; 
Government  Securities  Clearing  Corp; 
Filing  of  Proposed  Rule  Change 
Relating  To  Disciplining  of  Members 

July  16, 1993. 

Pursuant  to  section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
(“Act”),'  notice  is  hereby  given  that  on 
June  25, 1993,  the  Government 
Securities  Clearing  Corporation 
(“GSCC”)  filed  with  the  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission  (“Commission”) 
the  proposed  rule  change  described  in 
Items  I,  n.  and  III  below,  which  items 
have  been  prepared  by  the  self- 
regulatory  organization.  On  July  6, 1993, 
GSCC  filed  Amendment  No.  1  to  the 
proposed  rule  change.^  The  Commission 
is  publishing  this  notice  to  solicit 

1 15  U.S.C  78s(b)(l)  (1988). 

>  Amendment  No.  1  amended  certain  sections  of 
the  proposed  rule  change  to  require  that  the  hearing 
panel  be  composed  of  a  majority  of  non- 
management  directors;  to  clarify  that  under  Rule  37, 
Section  8  the  initial  hearing  will  not  affect  a 
member's  right  to  appeal  the  panel's  detennination 
pursuant  to  that  section;  and  to  revise  Rule  45, 
Section  3  to  require  that  a  member's  request  for  a 
hearing  be  made  within  ten  business  days  aftn 
receiving  notice  from  GSCC  of  a  propos^  sanction. 
Letter  from  Jeffrey  Ingber,  General  Counsel,  GSCC 
to  Christine  .*'il  ille.  Attorney,  Commission  (July  6, 
1993). 
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comments  ma  the  proposed  rule  change 
from  interested  persons. 

I.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance  of 
the  Proposed  Rule  Change 

The  proposed  rule  change  would 
modify  GSCC  Rules  1  (De^itions),  37 
(Hearing  Procedures).  45  (Notices),  and 
48  (Disciplinary  Proceedings),  to  revise 
GSCXl’s  procedures  for  disciplining 
members. 

n.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statemoit  of  the  Purpose  of.  and 
Statutory  Basis  for.  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

In  its  filing  with  the  Commission, 

GSCC  included  statements  concerning 
the  piupose  of,  and  basis  for,  the 
proposed  rule  change,  and  discussed 
any  comments  it  received  on  the 
proposed  rule  change.  The  text  of  these 
statements  may  be  examined  at  the 
places  specifred  in  Item  IV  below.  GSCC 
has  prepared  summaries,  set  forth  in 
sections  (A),  (B),  and  (C)  below,  of  the 
most  significant  aspects  of  such 
statements. 

A.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  of  the  Purpose  of.  and 
Statutory  Basis  for,  the  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

(a)  GSCC,  as  a  registered  clearing 
agency,  is  expected  to  have  disciplinary 
rules  that  allow  it  to  enforce  compliance 
by  its  members  with  this  rules,  and  to 
promote  good  conduct  by  members 
generally.  These  rules  must  incorporate 
basic  “due  process”  features,  such  as 
providing  the  affected  member  with 
notifrcation  of  the  disciplinary  action  to 
be  taken  against  it  and  a  procedure 
pursuant  to  which  it  can  contest  the 
action. 

Currently,  GSCC  has  in  place  specific 
rules  governing  the  circumstances 
pursuant  to  which  it  may  take  certain 
disciplinary  actions  against  a  member, 
such  as  increasing  a  member’s  margin 
requirements,  ceasing  to  act  for  a 
member,  terminating  a  member’s 
membership  in  either  or  both  of  the 
comparison  and  netting  systems,  and/or 
liquidating  a  member’s  positions.  Also, 
subject  to  Commission  approval  of  a 
pending  filing,3  GSCC  will  have  in  place 
rules  governing  the  specific 
consequences  of  a  failure  of  a  member 
to  maintain  an  applicable  membership 
standard. 

GSCC  also  has  in  place  a  general 
disciplinary  rule,*  which  was  adopted 


s  See  Sacuritiea  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  32208 
April  26. 1993).  58  FR  26367  (notice  of  filing  of 
roposed  rule  change  relating  to  GSCC  membership 
tandards). 

4  GSCC  Rule  48.  Section  1. 


prior  to  the  commencement  of  GSCC’s 
comparison  and  netting  services.  In 
GSCC’s  view,  this  rule  is  overly  broad 
and  provides  insufficient  guidtuice  to 
management  and  to  memlMrs  as  to  the 
process  to  be  followed  by  GSCC  in 
disciplining  members  for  rules 
violations  and  other  improper  conduct. 

GSCC  is  proposing  a  more  detailed 
disciplinary  procedure  that  will  allow  it 
to  better  fulfill  its  responsibilities  as  a 
self-regulatory  organization.  Its  basic 
features  are  as  follows: 

1.  Initial  Procedure 

•  There  would  continue  to  be  a 
general  rule  governing  disciplinary 
action  to  address  violations  of  GS^’s 
rules  and  other  actions  that  constitute 
an  abuse  or  misuse  of  GSfX’s  processes 
and  services  or  otherwise  refl^ 
“conduct  detrimental  to  CiSCC’s 
operations.” 

•  The  Membership  and  Standards 
(Committee  (of  GSCC’s  Board  of 
Directors  (“Board”))  (“Committee”), 
which  would  meet  monthly  (as 
necessary),  would  act  as  a  disciplinary 
committee  to  address  such  violations 
and  detrimental  conduct.* 

•  Management  would  be  responsible 
for  presenting  rules  violations  and 
actions  that,  in  their  opinion,  constitute 
detrimental  conduct,  to  the  Committee, 
for  the  Committee’s  determination  as  to 
what,  if  any,  disciplinary  action  is 
appropriate. 

2.  Major  Offenses 

•  Rules  violations  or  incidents  of 
detrimental  conduct  would  be  classified 
as  either  major  or  minor  in  nature. 

•  Major  ofienses  generally  would 
involve  either  misconduct  involving  the 
funds  or  securities  obligations  of  a 
member  or  deliberate  acts  of  fraud  or 
misconduct  by  a  member. 

•  A  member  committing  a  major 
offense  would  be  subject  to  one  or  more 
of  a  number  of  disciplinary  actions, 
including  termination  of  its  membership 
in  either  or  both  of  the  comparison  and 
netting  systems,  having  GS^  cease  to 
act  for  it.  the  imposition  of  a  higher 
minimum  Clearing  Fund  requirement, 
and/or  a  fine  of  up  to  $5,000. 
Disciplinary  actions  involving  ceasing 
to  act  or  termination  of  meml^rship  in 
the  comparison  or  netting  system  would 
continue  to  require  Board  approval. 

•  The  maximum  fine  amount  of 
$5,000  would  be  defined  so  as  to 
exclude  any  amoimts  sought  by  GSCC  to 
directly  recompense  it  for  costs  and 
expenses  incurred  as  the  result  of  a 
member’s  misconduct.  The  member 


sCuirently.  GSCC  managemont  performs  this 
function. 


must  pay  all  fines  within  90  days  frx>m 
notice  of  imposition  of  the  fine. 

•  In  addition,  after  a  determination 
has  been  made  by  the  Committee  that  a 
major  offense  has  been  committed,  a 
letter  automatically  would  be  sent  to 
senior  management  of  the  member 
requiring  that  a  written  explanation  be 
provided  to  GSCC  as  to  why  the  offense 
occurred  and  the  actions  taken  and/or  to 
be  taken  to  ensure  that  it  will  not 
reoccin.  If  appropriate  under  the 
circumstances,  representatives  of  senior 
management  of  the  member  may  be 
required  to  appear  in  person  before  the 
Committee  to  provide  such  explanation. 

3.  Minor  Offenses 

•  Repeated  offenses  of  a  minor  nature 
by  a  member  may  cause  the  member  to 
be  deemed  to  have  committed  a  major 
offense. 

•  A  member  committing  a  minor 
offense  is  subject  to  a  fine  or  other 
disciplinary  action,  not  to  include  GSCC 
ceasing  to  act  for  it  or  termination  of 
membership. 

•  While  a  minor  offense  may  not 
result  in  the  imposition  of  a  fine  or 
other  disciplinary  action,  for  each  such 
offense,  GSCC  automatically  will  send  a 
letter  to  the  management  of  the  member 
that  commits  the  offense  informing  it  of 
its  commission  of  the  offense. 

4.  Hearing  Procedure 

•  If  the  Committee  (with  the  Board’s 
approval  in  certain  cases)  determines 
that  any  type  of  disciplinary  action 
should  be  taken  against  a  member, 

GSCC  would  be  obligated  to  notify  the 
member  of  such.  In  this  notification, 
GSCC  would  state  the  reasons  for  the 
disciplinary  action,  and  would  inform 
the  member  of  its  right  to  a  hearing  to 
contest  the  action.  After  receiving  this 
notice,  a  member  would  have  ten 
business  days  to  file  a  written  request 
for  a  bearing.*  ' 

•  Hearings  on  disciplinary  actions 
that,  under  GSCC’s  rules,  require 
approval  by  the  Board,^  would  be  before 
a  panel  of  five  directors  selected  by  tlie 
Board.*  Hearings  on  all  other 
disciplinary  actions  would  be  before  a 
panel  of  th^  Committee  members 
selected  by  the  Committee.  Both  panels 
must  be  composed  of  a  majority  of 


•Th«  cuirenl  rulet  raquira  that  a  mitten  request 
for  hearing  be  filed  within  seven  business  days  from 
receipt  of  notice.  GSCC  Rule  45.  Section  3. 

r  The  impoeition  of  any  disciplinaty  action 
involving  ceasing  to  act  or  termination  of 
membrnship  in  either  or  both  of  the  comparison 
system  or  the  netting  system  requites  Bo^ 
approval 

■  Currently,  all  bearings  are  before  a  panel  of  the 
Board  consisting  of  one  to  five  directors,  depending 
upon  the  sanction  imposed. 
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directors  who  are  not  alro  GSGC 
officers. 

•  A  member  would  be  able  to  appear 
before  the  panel  in  person  (with  its 
counsel,  if  it  so  chooses)  to  contest  the 
planned  disciplinary  action. 
Alternatively,  in  lieu  of  a  personal 
appearance,  the  member  could  submit 
to  the  panel  documentary  evidence  in 
support  of  its  claim  that  the  planned 
di^plinary  action  is  inappropriate. 

•  GSOC  would  inform  the  member  of 
the  panel’s  determination,  as  well  as  the 
member’s  right  to  appeal  further  to  the 
full  Board.* 

•  If  the  panel’s  decision  is  adverse  to 
the  member,  the  sanction  is  effective 
immediately. 

5.  Appeal  of  a  Panel’s  Determination 

•  The  Board  would  be  presented  with 
the  record  of  the  panel  hearing  at  its 
next  regularly  scheduled  meeting.  Its 
determination  ordinarily  would  be 
made  based  upon  a  review  of  that 
record.  A  member  would  not  have  the 
right  to  appear  in  person  before  the 
Board  to  contest  the  determination  of 
the  panel;  however,  the  Board  could 
per^t  such  a  personal  appearance  in  its 
discretion. 

•  Any  appeal  of  the  Board  decision 
would  l^ve  to  be  made  to  the 
Commission. 

(b)  GSCC  believes  the  proposed  rules 
changes  vdll  enhance  and  bring  more 
clarity  to  GSCC’s  procedures  for 
disciplining  its  members  for  actions 
constituting  rules  violations  or  other 
misconduct,  in  a  manner  consistent 
with  due  process  considerations.  Thus. 
GSCC  believes  that  the  proposed  rules 
changes  are  consistent  with  the 
requirements  of  Section  17A  of  the  Act 
and  the  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder. 

B.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Burden  on  Competition 

GSCC  does  not  believe  that  the 
proposed  rule  will  have  an  impact  or 
impose  a  burden  on  competition. 

C.  Self-Regulatory  Organization’s 
Statement  on  Comments  on  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change.  Received  From 
Members,  Participants,  or  Others 

Comments  on  the  proposed  rule 
change  have  not  yet  been  solicited  or 
received.  Members  will  be  notified  of 
the  rule  filing,  and  comments  will  be 
solicited,  by  an  Important  Notice.  GSCC 
will  notify  the  Commission  of  any 


•Cumotly,  ■  member  doee  not  have  a  right  of 
appeal  within  GSOC.  but  the  Board  baa  the 
diacretioa  to  reverse  the  decision  of  the  Board 
paneL  This  discretion  would  be  diminatad  under 
the  propoaed  rule  change  in  favor  of  a  more  formal 
app^  process. 


written  comments  it  receives  on  this 
matter. 

m.  Date  of  Effectiveness  of  the 
Proposed  Rule  Change  and  Timing  fin* 
Commission  Action 

Within  35  days  of  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  or  within  such  longer  period  (i) 
as  ffie  Commission  may  designate  up  to 
90  days  of  such  date  if  it  finds  such 
longer  period  to  be  appropriate  and 
publishes  its  reason  for  so  finding,  or  (ii) 
as  to  which  the  self*regulatory 
organization  consents,  the  Commission 
will: 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change 
should  be  disapproved. 

IV.  Solicitation  of  Comments 

Interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  data,  views  and 
arguments  concerning  the  foregoing. 
Persons  making  written  submissions 
should  file  six  copies  thereof  with  the 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  450  Fifth  Street.  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20549.  Copies  of  the 
submission,  all  subsequent 
amendments,  all  written  statements 
with  respect  to  the  proposed  rule 
change  ffiat  are  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  all  written 
commtmications  relating  to  the 
proposed  nile  change  between  the 
Commission  and  any  person,  other  than 
those  that  may  be  wit^eld  firom  the 
public  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  5  U.S.C  552,  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  in 
the  Commission’s  Pubic  Reference 
Section,  450  Fifth  Street.  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20549.  Copies  of  such 
filing  will  also  be  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  at  the  principal 
office  of  GSCC  All  submissions  should 
refer  to  File  No.  SR-GSCC-93-06  and 
should  be  submitted  by  August  16, 
1993. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  delegated 
authority. 

Margaret  H.  McFarland, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

[FR  Do&  93-17610  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
MUMO  CODE 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRATION 

[Declaration  of  Diaaalar  Loan  Area  «2660] 

Wisconsin  (and  Contiguous  Counties 
In  Minnesota);  Declaration  of  Disaster 
Loan  Area 

As  a  result  of  the  President’s  major 
disaster  declaration  on  July  2. 1993, 1 
find  that  the  Counties  of  Calumet.  Clarit, 
Columbia,  Dunn.  Eau  Claire,  Fond  Du 
Lac,  Green  Lake,  Jackson,  Marquette, 
Outagamie.  Portage,  Sauk,  Trempealeau, 
Waupaca,  Waushara,  Winnebago,  and 
Wood  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin 
constitute  a  disaster  area  as  a  result  of 
damages  caused  by  severe  storms  and 
flooding  beginning  on  Jime  7, 1993  and 
continuing.  Applications  for  loans  for 
physical  damage  may  be  filed  until  the 
close  of  business  on  September  1, 1993, 
and  for  loans  for  economic  injury  until 
the  close  of  business  on  April  4. 1994, 
at  the  address  listed  below:  U.S.  Small 
Business  Administration,  Disaster  Area 
2  Office,  One  Baltimore  Place,  Suite 
300,  Atlanta,  Georgia  30308;  or  other 
locally  annoimced  locations.  In 
addition,  applications  for  economic 
injiiry  loans  from  small  businesses 
located  in  the  contiguoiis  Counties  of 
Adams.  Barron,  Brown,  Buffalo. 
Chippewa,  Dane.  Dodge,  Iowa,  Juneau, 
La  Crosse,  Manitowoc,  Marathon, 
Monroe,  Pepin,  Pierce,  Polk,  Richland, 
Shawano,  Sheboygan,  St.  Croix,  Taylor, 
Vernon,  and  Washington  in  Wisconsin, 
and  Winona  County  in  Minnesota  may 
be  filed  until  the  specified  date  at  the 
above  location. 

The  interest  rates  are: 


Percent 

For  Physical  Damage: 
Homeowners  With  Credit 
Available  Elsewhere . 

8.000 

Homeowners  Without  Credit 
Available  Bsewhere . 

4.000 

Businesses  With  Credit  Avail- 

ehiA  FfoAwhArA . . 

8.000 

Businesses  and  Non-Profit  Or¬ 
ganizations  Without  Credit 
Available  Elsewhere . 

4.000 

Others  (including  NorvProfit 
Organizations)  With  Credit 
Available  Elsewhere . 

7.625 

For  Economic  Ir^ry. 

Businesses  and  Small  Agricul¬ 
tural  Cooperatives  Without 
Credit  Available  Elsewhere  . 

4.000 

The  number  assigned  to  this  disaster  for 
physical  damage  is  266006  and  for 
economic  injury  the  numbers  are 
792900  for  Wisconsin  and  793000  for 
Minnesota. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Nos.  59002  and  59008) 
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Dated;  July  7. 1993. 

Bernard  Kulik, 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Disaster 
Assistance. 

(FR  Doc  93-17680  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
MuiNO  CODE  ans-ev-M 


[Applicant  No.  99000081] 

Pacific  Mezzanine  Fund,  LP.; 
Appiication  to  Operate  aa  a  Srnaii 
Busineaa  InveaUnent  Company 
Licensee 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
application  has  brnn  filed  with  the 
Small  Business  Administration  (SBA) 
pursuant  to  $  107.4  of  the  Regulations 
governing  small  business  investment 
companies  (13  CFR  107.102  (1993))  by 
Pacific  Mezzanine  Ftmd,  L.P.  (PMF),  for 
a  license  to  operate  as  a  limited 
partnership  small  business  investment 
company  (SBIC)  tmder  the  Small 
Business  Investment  Act  of  1958  (the 
Act),  as  amended  (15  U.S.C.  661  et  seq.). 

The  initial  investors  in  the  Applicant, 
and  their  percent  of  ownership  are  as 
follows: 


Name  and  address 

1 - 

Owrtership 

(Percent) 

General  Partrwc  Pacific  Private 
Capital  G.P.,  88  Kearny 

Street,  Suite  1850,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif.  94108  . 

1.0 

Limited  Partners:  BBU  Mez¬ 
zanine  Fund  II,  88  Kearny 
Street  Suite  1850,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco.  Calif.  94108  . 

49.5 

Bernardo  Quintana  Isaac,  New 
Atlas  Holdings,  Ltd.,  8 
Church  Street  Jersey,  Chan¬ 
nel  Islands . 

15.0 

PMF  will  be  managed  by  Pacific 
Private  Capital  G.P.  ^e  General 
Partners  of  Pacific  Private  Capital  G.P.  ‘ 
are; 


Percent 

Name  and  address 

ownersNp 
and  man- 

ager 

Nathan  W.  Bell,  10  Camelfon) 

Cowt,  Moraga,  Calif.  94556  . 
David  C.  Woodward,  115  10th 

50 

Avenue,  San  Francisco, 
CaW.  94118 . 

50 

The  Applicant,  PMF,  a  California 
Limited  Partnership  will  begin 
operations  with  $10,026,010  paid-in 
capital  and  paid-in  surplus.  PMF  will 
conduct  its  activities  primarily  in  the 
Western  States  but  will  consider 
investments  in  businesses  in  other  areas 
of  the  United  States. 


Matters  involved  in  SBA's 
consideration  of  the  application  include 
the  general  business  reputation  and 
character  of  the  propo^  owners  and 
management,  and  the  probability  of 
successful  operation  of  the  company 
\mder  their  management,  including 
adequate  profitability  and  financial 
soundness  in  accordance  with  the  SBA 
Rules  and  Regulations. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  person 
may,  not  later  than  30  days  fit>m  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  Notice, 
submit  written  comments  on  the 

commimication  should^  addressed  to 
the  Associate  Administrator  for 
Investment,  Small  Business 
Administration.  409  Third  Street  SW., 
Washington.  DC  20416. 

A  copy  of  this  Notice  shall  be 
published  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  San  Francisco,  California. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistant 
program  No.  59.011,  Small  Business 
Investment  Companies) 

Dated:  July  19, 1993. 

Viayne  S.  Foren, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Investment. 

(FR  Doa  93-17681  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 
BILUNO  CODE  802S-«1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Bureau  of  Administration 
[Public  Notice  1834] 

Public  Information  Collection 
Requirement  Submitted  to  0MB  for 
Review 

AGENCY:  Department  of  State. 

ACTION:  The  Department  of  State  has 
resubmitted  the  following  public 
information  collection  requirement  to 
OMB  for  review  and  clearance  under  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980, 44 
U.S.C  chapter  35. 

SUMMARY:  Sections  207  and  208  of  the 
Comprehensive  Anti-Apartheid  Act  of 
1986  (CAAA)  (Pub.  L.  99-440)  and  22 
CFR  parts  60-65,  require  certain  United 
States  nationals  operating  businesses  in 
South  Africa  to  adhere  to  certain  fair 
labor  principles  and  register  with  the 
Department  of  State.  Section  70  7(b)  of 
the  CAAA  provides  that  no  United 
States  Government  department  or 
agency  may  intercede  with  any  foreign 
government  of  foreign  national 
regarding  the  export  marketing  activities 
of  any  United  States  national  employing 
more  than  25  persons  in  South  Africa 
that  is  not  implementing  the  fair  labor 
principles  specified  in  CAAA.  The  form 
submitted  for  review  enables  United 


States  nationals  to  meet  the  reristration 
requirements  of  the  CAAA  and 
implementing  r^ulations.  The 
following  summarizes  the  information 
collection  proposal  submitted  to  OMB: 
7\rpe  of  request:  Reinstatement. 
Onginating  office:  Bureau  of  African 
Affairs. 

Title  of  information  collection:  South 
Africa  and  Fair  Labor  Standards 
Application  for  Registration. 

Form  No.  DSP-95. 

Frequency:  On  occasion. 

Respondents:  U.S.  individuals  and  firms 
operating  in  South  Africa. 

Estimated  number  of  representatives: 

20. 

Average  hours  per  response:  1  hour. 
Total  estimated  burden  hours:  220. 

Existing  rule  containing  this 
collection  of  information  was  codified 
in  22  CFR  parts  60-65. 

ADDITIONAL  INFORMATION  OR  COMMENTS: 
Copies  of  the  proposed  forms  and 
supporting  documents  may  be  obtained 
frnm  Gail  J.  Cook  (202)  647-3538. 
Comments  and  questions  should  be 
directed  to  (OMB)  Steven  H.  Semenuk 
(202)  395-7340. 

Dated:  July  13. 1993. 

Patrick  F.  Kennedy, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17614  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNQ  CODE  4710-M-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Wrangler  Aviation,  Inc. 

AGENCY:  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Department  of  Transportation. 

ACTION:  Order  to  show  cause  in  the 
matter  of  the  cancellation  of  the 
operating  authority  issued  to  Wrangler 
Aviation,  Inc.  for  failure  to  meet  the 
citizenship  requirement  of  section 
101(18)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act, 
Docket  49038,  Order  93-7-26. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  tentatively 
finds  pursuant  to  section  401  (r)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act,  that  Wrangler 
Aviation,  Inc.  fails  to  meet  the  U.S. 
citizenship  requirements  of  section 
101(16)  of  the  Act.  We  tentatively 
propose  to  cancel  Wrangler’s  authority 
imless  it  restructures  itself  to  meet  those 
requirements  within  120  days  from  the 
date  of  an  order  finalizing  our  tentative 
findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
herein. 

DATES:  Objections  are  due  August  16, 
1993.  Answers  to  objections  are  due 
August  31, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  All  documents  in  this 
proceeding,  with  appropriate  filing 


39846 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58.  No.  141  /  Monday,  July  26.  1993  /  Notices 


copies,  should  be  filed  in  Docket  49038, 
addresMd  to  the  OST  Docket  Section, 
Documentary  Services  Division,  U.S. 
Department  of  Transportation,  400 
Seventh  Street,  SW.,  room  4107, 
Washington,  DC  20590. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORUATION  CONTACT: 

Carol  Szekely,  Air  Carrier  fatness 
Division,  room  6401,  U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation,  400  Seventh  Street. 

SW..  Washington.  D.C  20590. 

Telephone  (202)  366-9721. 

Dated;  July  20, 1993. 

Patrick  V.  Murphy 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Po/icy  and 
International  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17619  Piled  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
acLUNQ  cooc  4»i»-aa-p 

Coast  Guard 

[CGO  93-048] 

Chemical  Transportation  Advisory 
Committes  (CTAC)  and  CTAC 
Subcommittee  on  the  Revision  of  the 
Regulations  for  Barges  Carrying  Bulk 
Liquid  Hazardous  Materials  Cargoes 

agency:  Coast  Guard.  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meetings. 

SUtMlARV:  A.  The  CSiemical 
Transportation  Advisory  Committee 
will  hold  a  meeting  on  Thursday, 

Augiut  26. 1993  in  room  2415,  U.S. 
Coast  Gua^  Headquarters.  2100  2nd 
Street  SW.,  Washington.  DC  20593.  The 
meeting  is  schedule  to  begin  at  8  a.m. 
and  end  at  12  Noon. 

B.  The  Subcommittee  on  the  Revision 
of  the  Regulations  for  Barges  Carrying 
Bulk  Liquid  Hazardous  Materials 
Cargoes,  title  46  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (CFR)  part  151,  of  the 
Chemical  Transportation  Advisory 
Committee  will  meet  on  Wednesday, 
August  25. 1993  in  romn  1103  at  9:30 

a.m.  at  Coast  Guard  Headquarters.  2100 
2nd  Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20593. 
FOR  FURTHER  MFORUATION  CONTACT: 
Commander  K.  J.  Eldridge  or  Mr.  F.  K. 
Thompson,  U.S.  Coast  Guard 
Headquarters  (G-MTH-1),  2100  Second 
Street  SW.,  Washington.  DC  20593, 

(202)  267-1217. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORUATION:  The 
agenda  of  the  Committee  meeting  will 
be  as  follows; 

1.  Opening  remarks. 

Chairman's  remarks  and  general 
interest  topics. 

3.  Introauction  of  new  Chairman  and 
swearing-in  of  new  members. 

4.  New  chairman's  remarks. 

5.  Presentation  of  awards. 

6.  Issue  briefs:  Tank  Filling  Limits, 
update  on  SIGTTO  Guidelines; 


Applicability  of  OPA-90  to  Chemical 
Tankships;  Fire  fighting  foam. _ 

7.  Subcommittee  reports:  46  CFR  Part 
151  revision;  final  report. 

8.  New  tasks  and  initiatives:  Benzene 
and  other  chemicals;  F!ie  fighting 
capabilities  of  marine  facilities; 
Chemical  Compatibility  Table. 

9.  International  activities  update. 

10.  Other  business;  The  Human  Factor 
in  Chemical  Tanker  Safety;  The  Coast 
Guard's  "Model  Company”. 

Attendance  at  the  aMve  meetings  is 
open  to  the  public.  Members  of  the 
public  may  present  oral  statements  at 
the  meetings.  Persons  wishing  to 
present  oral  statements  should  notify 
the  Executive  Director  of  CTAC  no  later 
than  the  day  before  the  meetings.  Any 
member  of  the  public  may  present  a 
written  statement  to  the  Committee  at 
any  time. 

Persons  planning  to  attend  the 
Committee  meeting  should  note  that  the 
meeting  will  open  at  an  earlier  hour,  8 
a.m.,  than  it  has  in  the  past. 

Dated:  July  13, 1993. 

Joseph  ).  Angelo, 

Acting  Chief,  Office  of  Marine  Safety.  Security 
and  Envkonmental  Protection. 

{FR  Doc.  93-17720  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  amj 
BIUJNO  CODE  4S10-14-H 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Approval  of  Noise  CompatibiUty 
Program  Detroit  Metropolitan  Wayne 
County  Airport,  Detroit,  Michigan 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  IX)T. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  announces  its 
findings  on  the  noise  compatibility 
program  submitted  by  Wayne  Coimty, 
Mi^igan,  under  the  provisions  of  Title 
I  of  the  Aviation  Safety  and  Noise . 
Abatement  Act  of  1979  (Pub.  L.  96-193) 
and  14  CFR  part  150.  These  findings  are 
made  in  recognition  of  the  description 
of  Federal  and  non  federal 
responsibilities  in  Senate  Report  No. 
96-52  (1980).  On  December  16. 1992, 
the  FAA  determined  that  the  noise 
exposure  maps  submitted  by  Wayne 
Country  under  part  150  were  in 
compliance  with  applicable 
requirements.  On  April  30, 1993,  the 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Airports 
approved  the  Detroit  Metropolitan 
Wayne  County  Airport  noise 
compatibility  program. 

A  total  of  Bneen  (15)  measures  were 
included  in  the  Wayne  County 
recommended  program.  Of  the  fifteen 
(IS)  measures,  six  (6)  are  listed  as 


"Noise  Abatement  Plan  Measures,” 
three  (3)  are  listed  as  "Program 
Management  Measures,”  and  six  (6)  are 
listed  as  "Land  Use  Management  Plan.” 
The  FAA  has  approved  fourteen  (14)  of 
the  fifteen  (15)  measures. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  effective  date  of  the 
FAA’s  approval  of  the  Detroit 
Metropolitan  Wayne  Coimty  Airport 
noise  compatibility  program  is  April  30, 
1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORUATION  CONTACT: 
Ernest  Gubry,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Detroit  Airports  District 
Office,  Willow  Run  Airport.  East,  8820 
Beck  Road,  Belleville,  Michigan  48111, 
313-487-7280.  Documents  reflecting 
this  FAA  action  may  be  reviewed  at  this 
same  location. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  annoimces  that  the  FAA  has 
given  its  overall  approval  to  the  noise 
compatibility  program  for  Detroit 
Metropolitan  Wayne  County  Airport, 
effective  April  30, 1993. 

Under  section  104(a)  of  the  Aviation 
Safety  and  Noise  Abatement  Act  of  1979 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  "the  Act”),  an 
airport  operator  who  has  previously 
submitted  a  noise  exposure  map  may 
submit  to  the  FAA  a  noise  compatibility 
program  which  sets  forth  the  measures 
taken  or  proposed  by  the  airport 
operator  for  the  reduction  of  existing 
noncompatible  land  uses  within  the 
area  covered  by  the  noise  exposure 
maps.  The  Act  requires  such  programs 
to  be  developed  in  consultation  with 
interested  and  affected  parties  including 
local  communities,  government 
agencies,  airport  users,  and  FAA 
personnel. 

Each  airport  noise  compatibility 
program  developed  in  accordance  with 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (FAR)  part 
150  is  a  local  program  .  not  a  Federal 
program.  The  FAA  does  not  substitute 
its  judgment  for  that  of  the  airport 
proprietor  with  respect  to  which 
measures  should  be  recommended  for 
action.  The  FAA's  approval  or  • 
disapproval  of  FAR  part  150  program 
recommendations  is  measured 
according  to  the  standards  expressed  in 
part  150  and  the  Act,  and  is  limited  to 
the  following  (determinations: 

a.  The  noise  compatibility  program 
was  developed  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  and  procedures  of  FAR  part 
150; 

b.  Program  measures  are  reasonably 
consistent  with  achieving  the  goals  of 
reducing  existing  noncompatible  land 
uses  around  the  airport  and  preventing 
the  introduction  of  additional 
noncompatible  land  uses; 

c.  Program  measures  would  not  create 
an  undue  burden  on  interstate  or  foreign 
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commerce,  unjustly  discriminate  against 
types  or  classes  of  aeronautical  uses, 
violate  the  terms  of  airport  grant 
agreements,  or  intrude  into  areas 
preempted  by  the  Federal  Government; 
and 

d.  Program  measures  relating  to  the 
use  of  flight  procedures  can  be 
implemented  within  the  period  covered 
by  the  program  without  aerogating 
safety,  adversely  affecting  the  efficient 
use  and  management  of  me  navigable 
airspace  and  air  traffic  control  systems, 
or  adversely  affecting  other  powers  and 
responsibilities  of  the  Administrator 
prescribed  by  law. 

Specific  limitations  with  respect  to 
the  FAA’s  approval  of  an  airport  noise 
compatibility  program  are  delineated  in 
FAR  part  150,  §  150.5.  Approval  is  not 
a  determination  concerning  the 
acceptability  of  land  uses  under  Federal, 
state,  or  local  law.  Approval  does  not  by 
itself  constitute  an  FAA  implementing 
action.  A  request  for  Federal  action  or 
approval  to  implement  specific  noise 
compatibility  measures  may  be 
required,  and  an  FAA  decision  on  the 
request  may  require  an  environmental 
assessment  of  the  proposed  action. 
Approval  does  not  constitute  a 
commitment  by  the  FAA  to  financially 
assist  in  the  implementation  of  the 
program  nor  a  determination  that  all 
measures  covered  by  the  program  are 
eligible  for  grant-in-aid  funding  from  the 
FAA.  Where  federal  funding  is  sought, 
requests  for  project  grants  must  be 
submitted  to  the  FAA  Detroit  Airports 
District  Office  in  Belleville,  Michigp. 

Wayne  County  submitted  to  the  FAA 
on  December  14, 1992,  noise  exposiire 
maps,  descriptions,  and  other 
documentation.  This  documentation 
was  produced  during  the  Airport  Noise 
Compatibility  Planning  (part  150]  Study 
at  Detroit  Metropolitan  Wayne  County 
Airport  from  1986  through  1992.  Detroit 
Metropolitan  Wayne  County  Airport 
noise  exposure  maps  were  determined 
by  the  FAA  to  be  in  compliance  with 
applicable  requirements  on  December 
16. 1992.  Notice  of  this  determination 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  D^ember  29, 1992. 

The  Detroit  Metropolitan  Wayne 
County  Airport  study  contains  a 
proposed  noise  compatibility  program 
comprised  of  actions  designed  for 
phased  implementation  by  airport 
management  and  adjacent  jurisdictions 
from  ffie  date  of  study  completion  to  the 
year  1997.  It  was  requested  that  the  FAA 
evaluate  and  approve  this  material  as  a 
noise  compatibility  program  as 
described  in  section  104(b)  of  the  Act. 
The  FAA  began  its  review  of  the 
program  on  December  16, 1992,  and  was 
required  by  a  provision  of  the  Act  to 


approve  or  disapprove  the  program 
Muthin  180  days  (other  than  the  use  of 
new  flight  procedures  for  noise  control). 
Failure  to  approve  or  disapprove  such 
program  within  the  180-day  period 
would  have  been  deemed  to  be  an 
approval  of  such  program. 

The  submitted  program  proposed  by 
the  airport  sponsor  contained  fifteen 
(15)  measures  for  noise  mitigation  on 
and  off  the  airport.  The  FAA  completed 
its  review  and  determined  that  the 
procedural  and  substantive 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  FAR  Part 
150  have  been  satisfied.  Fourteen  (14)  of 
the  fifteen  (15)  measures  were  approved 
by  the  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Airports  effective  April  30. 1993. 

Six  (6)  of  the  fifteen  (15)  measures 
submitted  are  listed  as  "Noise 
Abatement  Plan  Measures.”  Five  (5)  of 
these  six  (6)  measures  were  approved 
which  deal  wi^  preferential  runway 
use.  equitable  dis|}ersal  of  departure 
flight  tracks,  establishment  of  ground 
run-up  procedures,  additional  study  of 
extending  Runway  3C  and  constructing 
a  hush  house,  and  construction  of  earth 
berms.  The  one  measure  that  was  not 
approved  was  the  proposed  restrictions 
on  flight  training.  Three  (3)  of  the  fifteen 
(15)  measures  submitted  are  listed  as 
“Program  Management  Measures” 
which  were  all  approved.  These  three 
(3)  measures  include  installation  of  a 
permanent  noise  monitoring  system, 
establishment  of  a  noise  complaint 
office,  and  preparation  of  updated  noise 
exposure  maps.  Six  (6)  of  the  fifteen  (15) 
measures  submitted  are  listed  as  "Land 
Use  Management  Plan”  which  were  all 
approved.  These  six  (6)  measures 
include  sound  insulation  of  schools; 
acquisition,  sound  insulation,  purchase 
assurances,  and  avigation  easements  of 
residential  property;  encourage  the  local 
jurisdictions  to  implement  building 
codes,  compatible  use  zoning,  noise 
overlay  districts,  subdivision 
regulations,  cmd  real  property  noise 
notices;  and  preparation  of  a  land  use 
implementation  and  development  plan. 
These  fifteen  (15)  determinations  are  set 
forth  in  detail  in  a  Record  of  Approval 
endorsed  by  the  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Airports  on  April  30, 1993.  The 
Record  of  Approval,  as  well  as  other 
evaluation  materials  and  documents 
which  comprised  the  submittal  to  the 
FAA,  are  available  for  review  at  the 
following  locations: 

Federal  Aviation  Administration,  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  room 
617,  Washington.  DC  20591. 

Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Great 
Lakes  Region.  2300  East  Devon 
Avenue,  room  261,  Des  Plaines, 
Illinois  60018. 


Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Detroit  Airports  District  Office. 
Willow  Run  Airport.  East,  8820  Beck 
Road,  Belleville.  Michigan  48111. 
Wayne  County  Department  of  Public 
^rvices.  Division  of  Airports.  Detroit 
Metropolitan  Wayne  County  Airport, 
L.C.  Smith  Terminal,  Mezzanine, 
Detroit,  Michigan  48242. 

Questions  may  be  directed  to  the 
individual  nam^  above  under  the 
heading.  FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT. 

Issued  in  Belleville,  Michigan,  June  28. 
1993. 

Dean  C.  Nitz, 

Manager,  Detroit  Airports  District  Office. 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

IFR  Doc  93-17739  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUJNO  cooe  4eiO-13-M 


Noise  Exposure  Map  Notice,  Capital 
City  Airport,  Lansing,  Michigan 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Noise. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  announces  its 
determination  that  the  noise  exposure 
maps  submitted  by  the  Capital  Region 
Airport  Authority  for  Capital  City 
Airport  under  the  provisions  of  Title  I 
of  the  Aviation  Safety  and  Noise 
Abatement  Act  of  1979  (Pub.  L.  96-193) 
and  14  CFR  part  150  are  in  compliance 
with  applicable  requirements. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  effective  date  of  the 
FAA’s  determination  on  the  noise 
exposure  maps  is  Jime  29, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ernest  Gubry,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  Great  Lakes  Region, 
Detroit  Airports  District  Office,  DET 
ADO-650.5,  Willow  Run  Airport.  East, 
8820  Beck  Road,  Belleville,  Michigan 
48111,  (313)  487-7280. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  announces  that  the  FAA  finds 
that  the  noise  exposure  maps  submitted 
for  the  Capital  City  Airport  are  in 
compliance  with  applicable 
requirements  of  part  150,  effective  June 
29, 1993. 

Under  Section  103  of  the  Aviation 
Safety  and  Noise  Abatement  Act  of  1979 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  "the  Act”),  an 
airpiort  operator  may  submit  to  the  FAA 
noise  exposure  maps  which  meet 
applicable  regulations  and  which  depict 
noncompatible  land  uses  as  of  the  date 
of  submission  of  such  maps,  a 
description  of  projected  aircraft 
operations,  and  the  ways  in  which  such 
operations  will  affect  such  maps.  The 
Act  requires  such  maps  to  be  developed 
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in  consultation  with  interested  and 
affected  parties  in  the  local  community, 
government  agencies,  and  persons  using 
&e  airport. 

An  airpmt  operator  who  has 
submittM  noise  exposure  maps  that  are 
found  by  the  FAA  to  be  in  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  Federal 
Aviation  R^^ations  (FAR)  part  150, 
promulgated  pursuant  to  Title  I  of  the 
Act,  may  submit  a  noise  compatibility 
program  for  FAA  approval  which  sets 
forth  the  measures  the  operattx^  has 
taken  or  proposes  for  the  reduction  of 
existing  non-compatible  uses  and  for  the 
prevention  of  the  introduction  of 
additional  non-compatible  uses. 

The  FAA  has  completed  its  review  of 
the  noise  exposure  maps  and  related 
description  submitted  by  the  Capital 
Region  Airport  Authority  for  Capital 
City  Airport.  The  specific  maps  under 
consideration  are  the  noise  exposure 
maps:  Figure  12-1,  "1989  Contours 
Widi  Existing  Off-Airport  Land  Use.” 
and  Figure  12-2,  "1996  Contours  With 
Existing  Off-Airport  Land  Use,”  on 
pages  12-6  and  12—10,  respectively,  of 
the  submission.  The  FAA  has 
determined  that  these  maps  for  Capital 
City  Airport  are  in  compliance  wim 
applicable  requirements.  This 
determination  is  effective  on  Jxme  29, 
1993.  The  FAA’s  determination  on  an 
airport  operator’s  noise  exposure  maps 
is  limited  to  a  finding  that  the  maps 
were  developed  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  contained  in  Appendix  A  of 
FAR  part  ISO.  Such  determination  does 
not  constitute  approval  of  the 
applicant’s  data,  information  m  plans, 
or  a  commitment  to  approve  a  noise 
compatibility  program  or  to  fund  the 
implementation  of  that  program. 

U  questions  arise  concerning  the 
precise  relationship  of  specific 
properties  to  noise  exposure  contours 
depicted  on  a  noise  exposure  map 
submitted  under  Section  103  of  the  Act. 
it  should  be  noted  that  the  FAA  is  not 
involved  in  any  way  in  determining  the 
relative  locations  of  specific  properties 
with  regard  to  the  depicted  noise 
contours,  or  in  interpreting  the  noise 
exposure  maps  to  resolve  questions 
concerning,  rar  example,  which 
properties  should  be  covered  by  the 
provisions  of  Section  197  of  the  Act. 
These  functions  are  inseparable  from 
the  ultimate  land  use  control  and 
planning  responsibilities  of  local 
government  These  local  responsibilities 
are  not  changed  in  any  way  under  part 
150  or  throu^  the  FAA’s  review  of 
noise  exposure  maps.  Therefore,  the 
responsibility  for  the  detailed 
overlaying  of  noise  exposure  contours 
onto  the  map  depicting  properties  on 
the  surface  rests  exclusively  with  the 


airport  operator  which  submitted  those 
maps,  or  with  those  public  agencies  and 
placing  agencies  with  whirm 
consultation  is  required  under  Section 
103  of  the  Act.  The  FAA  has  relied  on 
the  certification  by  the  airport  operator, 
imder  §  150.21  of  FAR  Part  150,  that  the 
statutorily  required  consultation  has 
been  accomplished. 

Copies  of  the  noise  exposure  maps 
and  of  the  FAA’s  evaluation  of  the  maps 
are  available  for  examination  at  the 
following  locations: 

Federal  Aviation  Administration,  Great 
Lakes  Region,  Airports  Division 
Office,  2300  East  Devon  Avenue, 
room  269,  Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018. 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Detroit  Airports  District  Office, 
Willow  Run  Airport,  East.  8820  Beck 
Road,  Belleville.  Michigan  48111. 
Capital  Region  Airport  Authority, 
Capital  Qty  Airport,  Lansing. 
Michigan  48906. 

Questions  may  be  directed  to  the 
individual  nam^  above  imder  the 
heading  FOR  FURTHER  MFORHATKM 
CONTACT. 

Issued  in  Belleville,  Michigan,  on  June  29, 
1993. 

Dean  C  Nitz, 

Manager,  Detroit  Airports  District  Office, 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17738  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BtUJNO  CODE  4S10-1S-M 


Approval  of  Noise  Compatibility 
Program;  Chicago  Midway  Airport; 
Chicago,  iL 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aiiation 
Administration,  DOT. 
action:  Notice. 


SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  announces  its 
findings  on  the  noise  compatibility 
program  submitted  by  the  City  of 
Chicago  under  the  provisions  of  Title  I 
of  the  Aviation  Safety  and  Noise 
Abatement  Act  of  1979  (Pub.  L.  96-193) 
and  14  CFR  part  150.  These  findings  are 
made  in  recognition  of  the  description 
of  Federal  and  nonfederal 
responsibilities  in  Senate  Report  No. 
96-52  (1980).  On  March  22. 1991,  the 
FAA  determined  that  the  noise  exposure 
maps  submitted  by  the  City  of  Chicago 
under  part  150  were  in  compliance  with 
applicable  requirements.  However, 
upon  request  of  the  FAA,  the  1995 
Forecast  Noise  Exposure  Map  was 
updated  to  include  the  commissioning 
of  general  aviation  runway  14/32  (now 
called  Runway  13R/31L)  and  the 
construction  of  a  345  foot  extension  to 
Runway  22L.  'This  revised  noise 


exposure  map  was  accepted  by  the  FAA 
on  December  16, 1992.  On  June  3, 1993. 
the  Assistant  Administrator  for  Airports 
approved  the  Chicago  Midway  Airport 
noise  compatibility  program  along  with 
the  revised  Noise  Eb^osure  Map. 

A  total  of  sixteen  (16)  measures  were 
included  in  Chicago  Midway  Airpmt’s 
recommended  program.  Of  these,  seven 
are  listed  as  Noise  Abatement  Plan 
Measures,  four  were  Land  Use 
Management  Measures,  and  five  are 
listed  as  Program  Management 
Measures.  'The  FAA  has  approved 
fifteen  (15)  of  these  measures  in  their 
entirety.  One  measure  was  approved  in 
part,  and  certain  measures  had  some 
minor  provisions  included  with  their 
approval. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  effective  date  of  the 
FAA’s  approval  of  Chicago  Midway 
Airport’s  noise  compatibility  program  is 
June  3, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jerry  R.  Moik,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration.  Great  Lakes  Region, 
Chicago  Airports  District  Office.  CHI- 
ADO-630.5,  2300  East  Devon  Avenue. 
Des  Plaines,  Illinois  60018,  (312)  694- 
7522.  Documents  reflecting  this  FAA 
action  may  be  reviewed  at  this  same 
location. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  announces  that  the  FAA  has 
given  its  approval  to  the  noise 
compatibility  program  for  Chicago 
Midway  Airport,  effective  June  3, 1993. 

Under  section  104(a)  of  the  Aviation 
Safety  and  Noise  Abatement  Act  of  1979 
(hereinafter  referred  to  as  "the  Act”),  an 
airport  operator  who  has  previously 
submitted  a  noise  exposure  map  may 
submit  to  the  FAA  a  noise  compatibility 
program  which  sets  forth  the  measures 
taken  or  proposed  by  the  airport 
operator  for  the  reduction  of  existing 
noncompatible  land  uses  and 
prevention  of  additional  noncompatible 
land  uses  within  the  area  covered  by  the 
noise  exposure  maps.  The  Act  requires 
such  programs  to  1m  developed  in 
consultation  with  interested  and 
affected  parties  including  local 
commimities,  government  agencies, 
airport  users,  and  FAA  personnel. 

Each  airport  noise  compatibility 
program  developed  in  accordance  with 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (FAR)  part 
150  is  a  local  program,  not  a  Federal 
program.  The  FAA  does  not  substitute 
its  judgment  for  that  of  the  airport 
proprietor  with  respect  to  which 
measures  should  be  recommended  for 
action.  The  FAA’s  approval  or 
disapproval  of  FAR  part  150  program 
recommendations  is  measured 
according  to  the  standards  expressed  in 
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part  130  and  the  Act.  and  is  limited  to 
the  following  determinations: 

a.  The  noise  compatibility  program 
was  developed  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  and  procedures  of  FAR  part 
150; 

b.  Program  measures  are  reasonably 
consistent  with  achieving  the  goals  of 
reducing  existing  ncmcompatible  land 
uses  around  the  airport  and  preventing 
the  introduction  of  additional 
noncompatible  land  uses; 

c.  Program  measures  would  not  create 
an  undue  burden  on  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce,  unjustly  discriminate  against 
types  or  classes  of  aeronautfoal  uses, 
violate  the  terms  of  airport  grant 
agreements,  or  intrude  into  areas 
preempted  by  the  Federal  Government; 
and 

d.  Program  measures  relating  to  the 
use  of  flight  procedures  can  be 
implementea  within  the  period  (x>vered 
by  the  program  without  clerogating 
safety,  adversely  affecting  the  efficient 
use  and  management  of  the  navigable 
airspace  and  air  traffic  control  s3rstems, 
or  adversely  affecting  other  powers  and 
responsibilities  of  the  Administrator 
prescribed  by  law. 

Specific  limitations  with  respect  to 
FAA’s  approval  of  an  airpmt  noise 
compatibility  program  are  delineated  in 
FAR  part  150,  section  150.5.  Approval 
is  not  a  detmmination  cxmceming  the 
acceptability  of  land  uses  under  Federal, 
state,  or  local  law.  Approval  does  not  by 
itself  cxmstitute  an  FAA  implementing 
action.  A  request  for  Federal  action  or 
approval  to  implement  ^dfic  ncdse 
compatibility  measures  may  be 
required,  and  an  FAA  decision  on  the 
request  may  require  an  environmental 
assessment  of  the  proposed  action. 
Approval  does  not  constitute  a 
commitment  by  the  FAA  to  financially 
assist  in  the  implementation  of  the 
program  nor  a  determination  that  all 
measures  covered  by  the  program  are 
eligible  for  grant-in-aid  funding  from  the 
FAA.  Where  faderal  funding  is  sought, 
requests  for  project  grants  must  be 
submitted  to  the  FAA  Chicago  Airports 
District  Office  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois. 

The  CSty  of  Chicago  submitted  to  die 
FAA  on  December  4, 1990,  noise 
exposure  maps,  descriptions  and  other 
documentation.  This  documentation 
was  produced  dinring  the  Airport  Noise 
Compatibility  Planning  (part  150)  Study 
at  Chicago  Midway  Airport  from 
September  1, 1988,  through  December 
16, 1992.  The  Chicago  Midway  Airport 
noise  exposure  maps  were  determined 
by  the  FAA  to  be  in  compliance  with 
applicable  requirements  on  March  22, 

1991.  However,  upon  request  of  the 
FAA,  the  1995  Noise  Exposure  Forecast 
Map  was  updated  to  incWe  the 


commissioning  of  Gmieral  Aviation 
Runway  14/32  (now  called  Runway 
13R/31L)  and  tlto  construction  of  a  345 
foot  extension  to  Runway  22L.  This 
revised  noise  exposure  map  was 
accepted  by  the  FAA  on  D^wiber  16, 

1992.  Notice  of  this  action  was 
published  in  the  Federal  IL^isUa'  on 
December  29, 1992. 

The  Chicago  Midway  Airport  study 
contains  a  proposed  noise  compatibility 
program  comprised  of  actions  designed 
ror  phased  implementation  by  airport 
management  and  adjacent  jurisdi^ons 
from  the  date  of  stiMly  completion  to  the 
year  2003.  It  was  requested  that  the  FAA 
evaluate  and  approve  this  material  as  a 
noise  compatibility  program  as 
described  in  section  104(b)  o^e  Act. 
The  FAA  began  its  review  of  the 
program  on  December  16, 1992,  and  was 
required  by  a  provision  of  the  Act  to 
approve  or  disapprove  the  program 
within  180  days  (other  than  the  iise  of 
new  flight  procedures  for  noise  control). 
Failure  to  approve  or  disapprove  such 
program  wii^  the  180-day  period 
would  have  been  deemed  to  be  an 
approval  of  such  program. 

The  program  proposed  by  the  City  of 
Chicago  contained  sixteen  (16)  measures 
for  noise  mitigation  on  and  off  Chicago 
Midway  Airport.  The  FAA  completed 
its  review  and  determined  the 
procedural  and  substantive 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  FAR  part 
150  have  been  satisfied,  and  the  FAA 
has  accepted  the  revised  five-year  noise 
exposure  map.  The  overall  program, 
therefore,  was  approved  by  the  Assistant 
Administrator  for  Airports  effective  Jime 
3, 1993. 

Of  the  sixteen  measures  originally 
submitted,  seven  were  listed  as  Noise 
Abatement  Plan  Measures  and  all  of 
these  measmes  were  approved:  (#1) 
Preferential  Runway  Use  at  Night;  (#2) 
Preferential  Departure  Flight  Tra<dcs  at 
Night;  (#3)  Installation  of  a  Hush  House; 
(#4)  Restrictions  on  Grmmd  R\m-Up 
Locations;  (#5)  Installation  of  Noise/ 
Blast  Walls;  (#14)  Continuation  of 
Volimtary  Curfew  (approved  as  a 
voluntary  measure  only);  and  (#16) 
Coordination  writh  Airport  Users  to 
Encourage  Voluntary  inversion  to 
Stage  3  Aircraft  (approved  as  voluntary 
measure  only).  Tfaj^  of  the  four  Land 
Use  Management  Measures  were 
approved  in  their  endrrty:  (#9) 
Compatible  Land  Use  Zoning;  (#10) 
Building  Code  Modification;  and  (#11) 
School  Sound  Insulation  Program  (prior 
to  FAA  funding,  a  detailed  architectural 
and  acoustical  survey  and  onsite  noise 
monitoring  will  be  required  at  each 
facility);  while  one  measure  was 
approved  in  part  (#12)  Continuation  of 
Voluntary  Acquisition  Program 


(Properties  that  are  undev8l(^)ed  or 
commercially  developed  are  compatible 
uses  and  thus  are  not  eligible  fat 
acquisition  under  part  150,  though  they 
may  be  purchased  for  other  airport 
piirposes  utilising  AS*  funds.  All  five  of 
the  Program  Managmnent  Measures 
were  approved:  (#6)  Permanent  Noise 
Mmutming:  (#7)  Noise  Complaint 
System:  (#8)  Community  Participation 
Program;  (#13)  Prepare  Update  Noise 
Ex}^ure  Maps;  and  (#15)  Develt^ 
Statement  of  Noise  Abatement 
Philosophy. 

The  Record  of  Approval,  as  well  as 
other  evaluation  materials  and 
dooiments  which  comprised  the 
submittal  to  FAA  are  available  for 
review  at  the  following  locations: 

Federal  Aviation  Administration.  800 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.,  room 
615,  Washingtcm.  DC  29591 
Federd  Aviation  Administration,  (keat 
Lakes  Region.  2300  East  Devon 
Avenue,  room  261,  Des  Plaines. 
Illinois  60018 

Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Chicago  Airp(»ts  District  Office,  Qreat 
Lakes  Region.  2300  East  Devcm 
Avenue,  room  260,  Des  Plaines, 
Illinois  60018 

Division  of  Aeronautics,  Illinois 
Department  of  Transportation,  Capital 
Airport,  Springfield,  Illinois  62706 
Department  of  Aviation,  City  of  Chicago. 
20  North  Clark  Street,  suite  300 
Chicago,  Illinois  60602 
Questions  may  be  directed  to  the 
individual  nam^  above  imder  the 
heading.  FOR  FURTHER  MFORUATION 
CONTACT. 

Issued  in  Des  Plaines.  lUinw.  June  30, 

1993. 

Louis  H.  Yates 

Manager,  Chicago  Airports  District  Office 
Great  Lakes  Region. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17740  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BIUMG  CODE  4ai0-1S-M 


[Summary  Notice  N&  PE-93-32) 

Petitions  for  Exemption;  Summary  of 
Petitions  Received;  Dispositions  of 
Petitions  issued 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  petitions  for 
exemption  receiv^  and  of  dispositions 
of  prior  petitions. 

SUMMARY:  Pursuant  to  FAA's  rulemaking 
provisions  governing  the  application, 
processing,  and  disposition  of  petitions 
for  exemptions  (14  CFR  part  11).  this 
notice  contains  a  summary  of  certain 
petitions  se^ng  relief  from  specified 
requirements  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
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Regulations  (14  CFR  chapter  I), 
dispositions  of  certain  petitions 
previously  received,  and  corrections. 

The  piirpose  of  this  notice  is  to  improve 
the  public’s  awareness  of,  and 
participation  in,  this  aspect  of  FAA’s 
regulatory  activities.  Neither  publication 
of  this  notice  nor  the  inclusion  or 
omission  of  information  in  the  summary 
is  intended  to  affect  the  legal  status  of 
any  petition  or  its  final  disposition. 
DATES:  Comments  on  petitions  received 
must  identify  the  petition  docket 
number  involved  and  must  be  received 
on  or  before  August  16, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  on  any 
petition  in  triplicate  to:  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Office  of  the 
Chief  Counsel,  Attn:  Rule  Docket  (AGC- 

10),  Petition  I>ocket  No. _ ,  800 

Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Wasffington.  DC  20591. 

The  petition,  any  comments  received, 
and  a  copy  of  any  final  disposition  are 
filed  in  the  assigned  regulatory  docket 
and  are  available  for  examination  in  the 
Rules  Docket  (AGC-10),  room  915G, 
FAA  Headquarters  Building  (FOB  lOA), 
800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20591;  telephone  (202) 
267-3132. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORIIATION  COtfTACT: 

Mr.  Frederick  M.  Haynes,  Office  of 
Rulemaking  (ARM-1),  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20591; 
tel^hone  (202)  267-3939. 

This  notice  is  published  pursuant  to 
paragraphs  (c),  (e),  and  (g)  of  §  11.27  of 
part  11  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  (14  CFR  part  11). 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  )uly  16, 

1993. 

Donald  P.  Bjrme, 

Assistant  Chief  Counsel  for  Regulations. 

Docket  No.:  26152 
Petitioner:  Sierra  Academy  of 
Aeronautics 

Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
141  Appendix  F,  (C)(III)(a) 

Description  of  Relief  ^u^t:  To  amend 
Exemption  No.  5245A  to  allow  Sierra 
Academy  of  Aeronautics  to  develop, 
as  an  option,  a  commercial  pilot 
helicopter  training  program,  using 
helicopters  exclusively,  with  100 
hours  of  dual  instruction  and  50 
hours  of  related  solo  training,  with  no 
other  changes  to  the  regulations. 
Docket  No.:  27233 
Petitioner:  Mr.  John  Fleurent 
Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
121.383(c) 

Description  of  Relief  Sought:  To  allow 
petitions  to  serve  as  a  pilot  in  part 
121  air  carrier  operations  after  his 
60th  birthday. 


Docket  No.:  27327 
Petitioner:  Midway  Aviation 
Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
135.143 

Description  of  Relief  Sought:  To  allow 
Midway  Aviation  to  continue  to 
operate  using  the  Mode  C  transponder 
rather  than  installing  the  Model  S 
transponder. 

Dispositions  of  Petitions 

Docket  No.:  22690 
Petitioner:  Boeing  Commercial 
Airplanes 

Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
61.57  (c)  and  (d) 

Description  of  Relief  Sought:  To  permit 
Boeing  and  pilots  employed  as 
aircrews  for  Boeing  to  meet  the 
recency  of  experience  requirements  of 
61.57  (c)  and  (d)  for  all  typyes  of 
Boeing  aircraft  by  meeting  the 
requirement  for  takeoff  and  landing 
recency  experience  in  any  type  of 
Boeing  airplane  of  in  Level  B,  C,  or  D 
simulators,  subject  to  certain 
conditions  and  limitations.  Grant,  July 
1, 1993,  Exemption  No.  4779D 
Docket  No.:  23921 

Petitioner:  Flight  Safety  International 
Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
61.55  (b)  (2);  61.56  (b)  (1);  61.57  (c) 
and  (d);  61.58  (c)  (1)  and  (d);  61.63  (c) 
(2),  (d)  (2)  and  (3);  61.67  (d)(2);  61.157 
(d)  (1)  and  (2)  (e)  (1)  and  (2);  and 
Appendix  A  of  part  61. 

Description  of  Relief  Sought/ 
Disposition:  To  amend  Exemption  No. 
531 7A  to  permit  Flight  Safety 
International  to  employ  flight 
simulator  instructors  who  do  not  hold 
an  FAA  flight  instructor  certificate. 
Grant,  July  8, 1993,  Exemption  No. 
5317B 

Docket  No.:  25974 

Petitioner:  Air  Transport  Association 
Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
91.203  and  47.49 
Description  of  Relief  Sought/ 
Disposition:  To  extend  Exemption  No. 
5318B  to  allow  air  carriers  who  are 
members  of  the  Air  Transport 
Association  to  temporarily  operate 
their  U.S.-registered  aircraft  following 
incidental  loss  or  mutilation  of  the 
certificate  of  air  worthiness  or 
registration,  or  both.  Grant,  July  7, 
1993,  Exemption  No.  5318C 
Docket  No.:  27213 

Petitioner:  Flight  Services  Group,  Inc. 
Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
135.165(a)  (1)  and  (6);  135.165(B)  (6) 
and  (7) 

Description  of  Relief  Sought/ 
Disposition:  To  permit  Flight  Services 
Croup  to  operate  its  turbojet  aircraft 
in  extended  over  water  operations 
equipped  with  one  high  frequency 


communications  system  (HF).  Grant, 
July  9. 1993,  Exemption  No.  5674 
Docket  No.:  27222 

Petitioner:  Executive  Flightways,  Inc. 
Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
135.165(b)  (6)  and  (7)  ’ 

Description  of  Relief  Sought/ 
Disposition:  To  permit  Executive 
Fli^tways,  Inc.  to  operate  turbine- 
powered  aircraft  equipped  with  one 
high  frequency  communication 
system  (HF).  Grant,  July  9, 1993, 
Exemption  No.  5675 
Docket  No.:  27265 
Petitioner:  Mr.  Robert  L.  Vogel,  Jr. 
Sections  of  the  FAR  Affected:  14  CFR 
45.29 

Description  of  Relief  Sought/Dispositon: 
To  allow  Volusia  County  Department 
of  Public  Safety  aircraft  to  display  3- 
inch  registration  numbers.  Denial, 
July  13, 1993,  Exemption  No.  5677 

(FR  Doc.  93-17726  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BU.UNG  COOC  4*10-1S-M 


Executive  Committee  of  the  Aviation 
Ruiemaking  Advisory  Committee; 
Meeting 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  The  FAA  is  issuing  this  notice 
to  advise  the  public  of  a  meeting  of  the 
executive  committee  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration  Aviation 
Rulemaking  Advisory  Committee. 

DATES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  on 
August  11, 1993,  at  9  a.m.  Arrange  for 
oral  presentations  by  August  4, 1993. 
ADDRESSES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  at 
the  Air  Transport  Association  of 
America,  1301  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
NW.,  llffi  floor,  Washington,  DC. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Miss 
Jean  Casciano,  800  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20591, 
telephone  (202)  267-9683;  fax  number 
(202)  267  5075. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92- 
463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  II).  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  a  meeting  of  the  executive 
committee  to  be  held  on  August  11, 
1993,  at  the  Air  Transport  Association 
of  America.  1301  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington.  DC.  The  agenda  will 
include:. 

•  An  update  on  the  status  of  changes 
to  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(FACA). 

•  A  briefing  on  Federal  Aviation 
Administration/Joint  Airworthiness 
Authorities  harmonization. 
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•  Discussion  and  approval  of  the 
proposed  working  group  procedures. 

•  Follow-up  on  open  a^on  items. 

•  Status  reports  on  issues. 

•  Other  business. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  will  be  limited  to  the  space 
available.  The  public  must  make 
arrangements  by  August  4, 1993,  to 
present  mal  statements  at  the  meeting. 
Hie  public  may  present  written 
statements  to  the  executive  committee  at 
any  time  by  providing  20  copies  to  the 
Executive  Director,  or  by  bringing  the 
copies  to  him  at  the  meeting.  In 
addition,  sign  and  oral  interpretation 
can  be  made  available  at  the  meeting,  as 
well  as  an  assistive  listening  device,  if 
requested  10  calendar  days  before  the 
meeting.  Arrangements  may  be  made  by 
contacting  the  person  listed  under  the 
heading  FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  July  19. 

1993. 

Chris  A.  Christie, 

Executive  Director  Aviation  Rulemaking 
Advisory  Committee. 

|FR  Doc.  93-17728  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 
BILUNO  COOC  4eiO-te-M 


Aviation  Rulemaking  Advisory 
Committee  Meeting  on  General 
Aviation  Operations  Issues;  Meeting 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  The  FAA  is  issuing  this  notice 
to  advise  the  public  of  a  meeting  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Aviation  Rulemaking  Advisory 
Committee  to  discuss  general  aviation 
operations  issues. 

DATES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  on 
August  17, 1993,  at  10  a.m. 

ADDRESSES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  at 
FAA  Headquarters,  8(M)  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  DC,  in  room 
302. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT.  Mr. 
Ron  Myres,  Assistant  Executive  Director 
for  General  Aviation  Operations,  Flight 
Standards  Service  (AFS-850),  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20591,  Telephone: 

(202)  267-8150;  FAX:  (202)  267-5230. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92— 
463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  U),  notice  is  hereby 
given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Aviation 
Rulemaking  Advisory  Committee  to 
discuss  general  aviation  tolerations 
issues  to  be  held  on  August  17, 1993.  at 
10  a.m.,  at  the  FAA  He^quartOTS,  800 


Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  DC,  in  room  302.  The 
agenda  for  this  meeting  will  include 
progress  reports  from  Ae  IFR  Fuel 
Reserve  and  Operations  Over  the  High 
Seas  Working  Groups.  In  addition,  the 
group  will  discuss  whether  it  would  like 
to  accept  a  new  task  assignment  (to 
review  part  103  of  the  F^wal  Aviation 
Regulations  and  make  a 
recommendation  to  the  FAA  concmiing 
whether  new  or  revised  standards  are 
appropriate). 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public  but  may  be  limited  to  the  space 
available.  The  public  must  make 
arrangements  in  advance  to  present  oral 
statements  at  the  meeting  or  may 
present  written  statements  to  the 
committee  at  any  time.  In  additimi.  sign 
and  oral  interpr^atian  can  be  made 
available  at  the  meeting,  as  well  as  an 
assistive  listening  device,  if  requested 
10  calendar  days  before  the  meeting. 
Arrangmnents  may  be  made  by 
contacting  the  perscm  listed  under  the 
heading  FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATNM 
CONTACT. 

Because  of  increased  security  in 
Federal  buildings,  memboe  of  the 
public  who  wish  to  attend  are  advised 
to  arrive  in  sufficient  time  to  be  cleared 
through  building  security. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  July  20, 
1993. 

Ron  Myres, 

Assistant  Executive  Director  for  General 
Aviation  Operations,  Aviation  Ruhmaking 
Advisory  Committee. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17729  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 
BILUNO  CODE  4S1fr-13-M 


Aviation  Rulemaking  Advisory 
Committee  Meeting  on  Transport 
Airplane  and  Engine  Issues;  Meeting 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  The  FAA  is  issuing  this  notice 
to  advise  the  public  of  a  meeting  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration’s 
Aviation  Rulemaking  Advisory 
Committee  to  discuss  transport  airplane 
and  engine  issues. 

DATES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  on 
August  18, 1993  at  8  a.m.  Arrange  for 
oral  presentations  by  August  11, 1993. 
ADDRESSES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  at 
Boeing  Company,  1016  Building,  535 
Garden  Avenue  North,  Conference 
Room  1204,  first  floor,  Renton. 
Washington. 

FOR  FURTHER  aN^ORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Kathy  Ball.  Aircraft  Certification 
Service  (AIR-1),  800  Independence 


Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20591, 
telephone  (202)  267-8235. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  MFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92- 
463;  5  U.S.C.  App.  II),  notice  is  given  of 
a  meeting  of  the  Aviatimi  Rulemaking 
Advisory  Committee  to  be  held  mi 
August  18. 1993,  at  Boeing  Company. 
1016  Building,  535  Gardrni  Avenue 
North.  Conferonce  Room  12C4,  first 
floor,  Renton,  Washington.  The  agenda 
for  the  meeting  will  include; 

•  Opening  Remarks. 

•  R^ew  of  Action  Items. 

•  Reports  of  working  groups. 

•  Discussion  of  harmonization  and 
working  group  schedules. 

•  Status  of  harmonization  activities 
and  organization  of  working  groups. 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public,  but  will  be  limited  to  the  space 
available.  The  public  must  make 
arrangements  by  August  11, 1993,  to 
present  oral  statements  at  the  meeting. 
The  public  may  present  written 
statements  to  the  committee  at  any  time 
by  providing  25  copies  to  the  Assistant 
Executive  Diredor  for  Transport 
Airplane  and  Engine  Issues  or  by 
bringing  the  copies  to  him  at  the 
meeting.  In  addition,  sign  and  oral 
interpretation  can  be  made  available  at 
the  meeting,  as  well  as  an  assistive 
listening  device,  if  requested  10 
calendar  days  before  the  meeting. 
Arrangements  may  be  made  by 
contacting  the  person  listed  under  the 
heading  FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION 
CONTACT. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  July  20, 
1993. 

William  |.  Sullivan, 

Assistant  Executive  Director  for  Transport 
Airplane  and  Engine  Issues,  Aviation 
Rulemaking  Advisory  Committee. 

IFR  Doa  93-17730  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 

BILUNO  CODE  miB-tS-M 


Federal  Aviation  Administration/ 
General  Aviation  Community  Forum 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA).  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  The  FAA  is  issuing  this  notice 
to  advise  the  public  of  a  meeting  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  and 
general  aviation  community  to  discuss 
issues  of  concern  to  the  general  aviation 
community. 

TIME  AND  DATE: 

Date:  September  8-10, 1993, 
beginning  at  8:00  a.m. 

Place:  Airport  Embassy  Suites,  7640 
NW.  Tiffany  Springs  Boulevard.  Kansas 
City,  Missouri  64153. 


39S52 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58.  No.  141  /  Monday,  July  26,  1993  /  Notices 


FOR  FURT>^  MFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  John  Colomy,  Manager,  Standards 
Office.  ACX-llO,  601  East  12th  Street, 
Kansas  City.  Missouri  64106. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
agenda  for  the  meeting  will  include:. 

•  Opening  Remarks 

•  Review  of  Issues 

•  Woridng  Groups 

•  Report  Out 

Attendance  is  open  to  the  interested 
public,  but  will  be  limited  to  the  space 
available.  The  public  may  present 
written  statements  for  the  forum  to 
consider  at  any  time  by  providing  them 
to  the  Manager,  Standards  Office,  ACE- 
110,  at  the  above  address  or  by  bringing 
them  to  the  meeting.  Arrangements  may 
be  made  by  contacting  the  person  listed 
under  the  neading  “FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT” 

Issued  in  Kansas  City.  Missouri  on  July  13, 
1993. 

John  R.  Colomy, 

Manager.  Standards  Office. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17742  Filed  7-23-93:  8:45  ami 
BIUJNQ  COOC  4ei0-1S-M 


Intent  to  Rule  on  Application  To 
Impose  and  Use  the  Revenue  From  a 
Passenger  Facility  Charge  (PFC)  at 
Chico  Municipal  Airport,  Chico,  CA 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  GOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  rule  on 
application. 

SUMMARY:  The  FAA  proposes  to  rule  and 
invites  public  comment  on  the 
application  to  impose  and  use  the 
revenue  horn  a  PFC  at  Chico  Municipal 
Airport  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Aviation  Safety  and  Capacity  Expansion 
Act  of  1990  (title  IX  of  the  Omnibus 
Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of  1990) 

(Pub.  L.  101-508)  and  part  158  of  ffie 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
part  158). 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  25, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  this 
application  may  be  mailed  or  delivered 
in  triplicate  to  the  FAA  at  the  following 
address: 

Federal  Aviation  Administration. 
Airports  Division.  P.O,  Box  92007, 
Worldway  Postal  Center,  Los  Angeles, 
CA  90009, 
or 

San  Francisco  Airports  District  Office, 
831  Mitten  Road,  room  210, 
Burlingame.  CA  94010-1303. 

In  addition,  one  copy  of  any 
comments  submitted  to  the  FAA  must 
be  mailed  or  delivered  to  Mr.  Thomas  J. 


Lando,  City  Manager  of  the  city  of  Chico 
at  the  following  address:  Qty  of  Chico. 
P.O.  Box  3420,  Chico.  CA  95927. 

Air  carriers  and  foreign  air  carriers 
may  submit  copies  of  written  comments 
previously  provided  to  the  city  of  Chico 
under  §  158.23  of  part  158. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mr.  Joseph  R.  Rodriguez.  Supervisor, 
Planning  and  Programming  Section, 
Airports  District  Office,  831  Mitten 
Road,  room  210,  Burlingame,  CA 
94010-1303,  Telephone:  (415)  876- 
2805. 

The  application  may  be  reviewed  in 
person  at  this  same  location. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  FAA 
proposes  to  rule  and  invites  public 
comment  on  the  application  to  impose 
and  use  the  revenue  firom  a  PFC  at  Chico 
Municipal  Airport  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Aviation  Safety  and  Capacity 
Expansion  Act  of  1990  (title  IX  of  the 
Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of 
1990)  (Pub.  L.  101-508)  and  part  158  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14 
CFR  part  158). 

On  July  13, 1993,  the  FAA  determined 
that  the  application  to  impose  and  use 
the  revenue  from  a  PFC  submitted  by 
the  city  of  Chico  was  substantially 
complete  within  the  requirements  of 
§  158.25  of  part  158.  The  FAA  will 
approve  or  disapprove  the  application, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  no  later  than 
October  14, 1993. 

The  following  is  a  brief  overview  of 
the  application. 
level  of  proposed  PFC:  $3.00 
Proposed  charge  effective  date: 
Elecember  1, 1993 

Proposed  charge  expiration  date:  May 
15, 1997 

Total  estimated  PFC  revenue: 
$137,043.00 

Brief  description  of  the  proposed 
projects:  Modify  terminal  building  to 
create  a  sterile  area  for  enplaning 
passengers  and  construction  of  a 
regulated  baggage  claim  area  for 
authorized  access  only. 

Class  or  classes  of  air  carriers  which  the 
public  agency  has  requested  not  be 
required  to  collect  PFCs:  None 
Any  person  may  inspect  the 
application  in  person  at  the  FAA  office 
listed  above  under  FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT  and  at  the  FAA 
Regional  Airports  office  located  at : 
Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Airports  Division,  P.O.  Box  92007, 
Worldway  Postal  Center,  Los  Angeles, 
CA  90009. 

In  addition,  any  person  may,  upon 
request,  inspect  the  application,  notice 
and  other  documents  germane  to  the 
application  in  person  at  the  city  of 
Chico. 


Issued  in  Hawthorne,  CA,  on  July  15, 1993 
Herman  C  BUn, 

Manager,  Airports  Division,  Western-Pacific 
Region. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17727  Filed  7-23-93:  8:45  am) 
BHJJNQ  CODE 


Notice  of  Intent  To  Rule  on  Application 
To  Impose  and  Use  the  Revenue  From 
a  Passenger  Facility  Charge  (PFC)  at 
the  Gulfport-BiloxI  Regional  Airport, 
Gulfport,  MS 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  rule  on 
application. 

SUMMARY:  The  FAA  proposes  to  rule  and 
invites  public  comment  on  the 
application  to  impose  and  use  the 
revenue  from  a  PFC  at  the  Gulfport- 
Biloxi  Regional  Airport  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Aviation  Safety  and 
Capacity  Expansion  Act  of  1990  (Title 
IX  of  the  Omnibus  Budget 
Reconciliation  Act  of  1990)  (Pub.  L. 
101-508)  and  part  158  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part  158). 
DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  25, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  this 
application  may  be  mailed  or  delivered 
in  triplicate  to  the  FAA  at  the  following 
address:  FAA/Airports  District  Office, 
120  North  Hangar  Drive,  suite  B, 
Jackson,  Mississippi  39208—2306. 

In  addition,  one  copy  of  any 
comments  submitted  to  the  FAA  must 
be  mailed  or  delivered  to  Mr.  Bruce  A. 
Frallic,  A.A.E.,  Executive  Director,  of 
the  Gulfyort-Biloxi  Regional  Airport 
Authority  at  the  following  address: 
Gulfport-Biloxi  Regional  Airport 
Authority,  P.O,  Box  2127,  Gulfport, 
Mississippi  39505. 

Air  carriers  and  foreign  air  carriers 
may  submit  copies  of  written  comments 
previously  provided  to  the  Gulfport- 
Biloxi  Regional  Authority  under 
§158.23  of  part  158. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Elton  E.  Jay,  Principal  Engineer,  FAA 
Airports  District  Office,  120  North 
Hangar  Drive,  suite  B,  Jackson, 
Mississippi  39208-2306,  telephone 
number  601-965-4628.  The  application 
may  be  reviewed  in  person  at  this  same 
location. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  FAA 
proposes  to  rule  and  invites  public 
comment  on  the  application  to  impose 
and  use  the  revenue  from  a  PFC  at  the 
Gulfport-Biloxi  Regional  Airport  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Aviation  Safety 
and  Capacity  Expansion  Act  of  1990 
(Title  IX  of  the  Omnibus  Budget 
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Reconciliation  Act  of  1990)  (Pub.  L. 
lQl-508)  and  part  158  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part  158). 

On  July  14, 1993,  the  FAA  determined 
that  the  application  to  impose  and  use 
the  revenue  from  a  PFC  submitted  by 
the  Gulfport-Biloxi  Regional  Airport 
Authority  was  substantially  complete 
within  the  requirements  of  section 
158.25  of  part  158.  The  FAA  will 
approve  or  disapprove  the  application, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  no  later  than 
November  5, 1993. 

The  following  is  a  brief  overview  of 
the  application. 

Level  of  the  proposed  PFC:  $3.00 
Proposed  charge  effective  date: 
I>9cember  1. 1993 

Proposed  charge  expiration  date: 
December  1, 1995 

Total  estimated  PFC  revenue:  $607,817 

Brief  description  of  proposed 
project(s): 

1 —  Install  runway/taxiway  guidance 
signs. 

2 —  ADA  terminal  improvements. 

3 —  Install  airside  terminal  elevator. 

4 —  ^West  general  aviation  access  road, 
fencing  and  taxiway  "F” 
rehabilitation. 


Federal  Highway  Administration 

Environmental  Impact  Statement:  Kern 
County,  CA 

AGENCY:  Federal  Highway 
Administration,  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  intent. 

SUMMARY:  The  FHWA  is  issuing  this 
notice  to  advise  the  public  that  a  Tier  I 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  will  be 
prepared  for  a  proposed  highway  project 
in  Kem  County,  C^ifomia. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Leonard  E.  Brown,  Chief,  District 
Operations — C,  Federal  Highway 
Administration,  U.S.  Bank  Plaza,  suite 
400, 980  Ninth  Street,  Sacramento, 
California  95814-2724,  Telephone  916- 
551-1307. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

The  FHWA,  in  cooperation  with  the 
California  Department  of  Transportation 
(Caltrans),  will  prepare  a  Tier  I 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS) 
on  a  proposal  to  construct  a  four  lane 
freeway  beginning  on  State  Route  58, 
five  miles  northwest  of  Mojave,  crossing 
State  Route  14  (SR  14)  to  the  northeast 
of  Mojave  and  reconnecting  with  State 
route  58  five  miles  east  of  Mojave. 
Construction  of  a  new  interchange  with 
SR  14  is  also  included  in  this  project. 
Depending  upon  the  alternative,  this 
new  freeway  construction  would  be 
approximately  seven  to  nine  miles  in 
length,  and  is  located  within 
unincorporated  Kem  County.  Three 
build  alternatives  and  the  No  Build 
Alternative  will  be  analyzed  in  the  EIR/ 
EIS.  The  proposed  typical  cross  section 
for  the  project  is  approximately  420  feet, 
which  includes  a  four  lane  freeway,  100 
foot  median  and  frontage  roads  on  either 
side  of  the  freeway. 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  proposed 
project  to  relieve  existing  and  projected 
traffic  congestion  and  queuing,  and 
improve  safety  on  State  Routes  58  and 
14  Sierra  Highway  (State  Routes  58/14 
through  Mojave).  Caltrans  and  local 
agencies  have  identified  the  need  for 
proposed  improvements  due  to  existing 
traffic  volumes,  projected  traffic 
increases  in  the  future  due  to  general 
growth  within  the  State  and  projected 
growth  within  Kem  County. 

A  Tier  1 EIR/EIS  does  not  have  the 
detail  of  a  constmction  level  (Tier  II) 
document.  The  scope  and  level  of 
analysis  of  the  critical  issues  will  be 
detailed  to  the  degree  necessary  to 
satisfy  Caltrans  and  FHWA 
requirements  for  route  adoption,  and  to 
give  authorization  for  protection  of 
right-of-way  for  a  preferred  alignment. 

Public  workshops  and  a  scoping 
meeting  will  be  held  in  Mojave  during 


summer,  1993.  Affected  agencies  and 
interested  parties  will  be  notified  of  the 
dates  and  locations  of  the  scoping 
meeting/workshops  through  a  separate 
public  notification  process. 

To  ensure  that  the  full  range  of  issues 
related  to  this  proposed  action  is 
addressed  and  all  significant  issues 
identified,  comments  and  suggestions 
are  invited  from  all  interested  parties. 
The  views  of  agencies  that  may  have 
knowledge  about  historic  resotirces 
potentially  affected  by  the  proposal  or 
interest  in  the  effects  of  the  proposal  on 
historic  properties  are  specially 
solicited.  Comments  or  questions 
concerning  this  proposed  action  and  the 
EIR  should  be  directed  to  the  FHWA  at 
the  address  provided  above. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Number  20.205,  Highway  Research. 
Planning  and  Construction.  The  regulations 
implementing  Executive  Order  12372 
regarding  intergovernmental  consultation  on 
Federal  programs  and  activities  apply  to  this 
program). 

Issued  on:  June  18, 1993. 

Leonard  E.  Brown, 

Chief,  District  Operations — C,  Sacramento. 
California. 

IFR  Doc.  93-17638  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 
BIUJNO  CODE  4ei0-22-«i 


National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

Petition  for  Exemption  from  the 
Vehicle  Theft  Prevention  Standard; 
Saab 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  (NHTSA),  DOT. 
ACTION:  Grant  of  petition  for  exemption. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  grants  the  petition 
by  Saab  Cars  USA,  Inc.  (Saab)  for  an 
exemption  from  the  parts  marking 
requirements  of  the  vehicle  theft 
prevention  standard  for  a  high  theft  car 
line  whose  nameplate  is  confidential. 
This  petition  is  granted  because  the 
agency  has  determined  that  the  antitheft 
device  to  be  placed  on  the  car  line  as 
standard  equipment,  is  likely  to  be  as 
effective  in  reducing  and  deterring 
motor  vehicle  theft  as  compliance  with 
parts  marking  requirements. 

DATES:  The  exemption  granted  by  this 
notice  is  effective  beginning  with  the 
1994  model  year. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ms.  Barbara  A.  Gray,  Office  of  Market 
Incentives,  NHTSA,  400  Seventh  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20590.  Ms.  Gray’s 
telephone  number  is  (202)  366-1740. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On  March 
26, 1993,  the  agency  received  a  letter 
dated  March  25, 1993  from  Saab  Cars 


5 —  Acquire  land,  relocation  assistance, 
and  obstruction  removal  in  approach 
to  runway  17  and  31. 

6 —  Update  Terminal  Area  Study. 

7 —  Overlay,  light,  and  mark  west 
taxi  way  “F”. 

8 —  West  ramp;  repair  joints,  slabs,  and 
install  lighting. 

9—  Acquire  land  in  approach  to  runway 
17  and  13. 

Class  or  classes  of  air  carriers  which 
the  public  agency  has  requested  not  be 
required  to  collect  PFCs;  None. 

Any  person  may  inspect  the 
application  in  person  at  the  FAA  office 
listed  above  under  FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

In  addition,  any  person  may,  upon 
request,  inspect  the  application,  notice 
and  other  documents  germane  to  the 
application  in  person  at  the  office  of  the 
Gulfport-Biloxi  Regional  Airport 
Authority  located  in  the  terminal 
building  at  the  Gul^ort-Biloxi  Regional 
Airport. 

Issued  in  Atlanta,  Georgia,  on  July  19, 
1993. 

Stephen  A.  Brill, 

Manager.  Airports  Division,  Southern  Region. 
(FR  Doc.  93-17731  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 
MLUNO  COOE  4eiO-13-M 
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USA,  Inc.  (Saab)  requesting  an 
exemption  from  the  theft  prevention 
standard  for  a  car  line  beginning  from 
the  1994  model  year.  The  nameplate  of 
the  car  line  is  ccmfidentiai.  The  letter 
was  submitted  pursuant  to  49  CFR  part 
543,  Exemption  born  Vehicle  Theft 
Prevention  Standard,  and  requested  an 
exemption  from  parts  mariung  based  on 
the  installation  of  a  theft  deterrent 
device  as  standard  equipment  for  the  car 
line.  Saab  provided  supplemental 
information  in  two  additional  letters, 
one  dated  April  6, 1993,  and  the  other 
dated  May  7, 1993. 

Together,  the  three  letters  submitted 
by  S^b  constitute  a  complete  petition, 
as  required  by  49  CFR  543.7,  in  that  it 
met  the  general  requirements  contained 
in  §  543.5  and  the  specific  content 
requirements  of  §  543.6.  In  a  letter  dated 
April  8, 1993  to  Saab,  the  agency 
granted  the  petitioner’s  request  for 
confidential  treatment  of  certain 
information,  including  the  nameplate  of 
the  car  line. 

In  its  petition,  Saab  provided  a 
detailed  description  of  the  identity, 
design,  and  location  of  the  components 
of  the  antitheft  device  for  the  car  line, 
and  an  electrical  schematic  of  the 
antitheft  device.  Saab  stated  that  its 
antitheft  device  incorporates  an  audio 
and  visual  alarm  function,  and  an 
engine  starter  interrupt  function. 

Saab  stated  that  the  antitheft  device  is 
automatically  activated  by  the  normal 
locking  of  the  vehicle  door.  In  order  to 
6irm  the  device,  the  key  must  be 
removed  from  the  ignition  switch;  all  of 
the  doors,  the  trunk  lid,  the  hood  lid, 
and  the  storage  compartments  must  be 
closed;  and  the  driver's  door  must  be 
locked  with  the  ignition  key.  Locking 
any  door  with  the  key  ensures  that  all 
doors,  the  hood,  and  the  trunk  are 
locked. 

The  blinking  of  an  alarm  system 
indicator  light  on  the  dashboard 
indicates  that  the  device  is  armed.  The 
driver’s  side  door  cannot  be  locked  and 
the  alarm  is  not  activated  if  the  hood, 
any  of  the  doors,  or  the  trunk  is  not 
closed  properly.  In  order  to  activate  the 
alarm,  the  vehicle  part  that  is  ajar  must 
be  properly  closed,  and  the  driver’s  side 
door  must  be  locked  with  the  key.  The 
device  monitors  the  vehicle’s  doors, 
hood,  trunk,  ignition  switch,  and  radio. 

If  the  device  is  armed  and 
unauthorized  entry  is  subsequently 
attempted,  the  antitheft  device  will  be 
triggered,  causing  the  alarm  horn  to 
sound  and  the  vehicle’s  turn  signal 
indicator  to  actuate.  Any  subsequent 
attempt  to  enter  any  of  the  vehicle’s 
monitored  areas  will  again  cause  the 
horn  to  blare  and  the  turn  signal 
indicator  to  flash. 


Additionally,  the  antitheft  device  will 
activate  the  starter-interrupt  relay, 
preventing  the  starting  of  me  engine  by 
means  of  the  ignition  switch  for  a  period 
of  time.  Saab  stated  that  to  prevent 
defeat  of  the  antitheft  device,  all  system 
components  have  been  placed  in 
inaccessible  locations,  ^ab  described 
further  measures  to  prevent 
unauthorized  operation  of  its  car  line, 
describing  measures  taken  to  strengthen 
the  doors  and  locks  of  the  car  line,  and 
noting  special  design  features  of  the  key 
and  key  lock.  In  addition,  Saab 
descxil^d  special  measures  to  deter  tbeft 
of  the  radio  in  the  Saab  car  line. 

Saab  addressed  the  reliability  and 
durability  of  its  antitheft  device  by 
providing  a  description  of  the  tests  that 
were  conducted  on  the  device.  Among 
these  tests  were  tests  for:  Electrical 
strength;  electromagnetic  compatibility; 
radiated  interference  susceptibility; 
mechanical  vibration;  mechanical 
shock;  ambient  temperature  extremes: 
corrosion  resistance:  and  durability  life 
cycles.  With  its  petition,  Saab  included 
a  statement  that  the  antitheft  device  was 
tested  according  to  Saab’s  standard,  and 
passed  all  the  performance  requirements 
of  the  tests. 

In  discussing  why  it  believes  the 
antitheft  device  will  be  effective  in 
reducing  and  deterring  motor  vehicle 
theft.  Saab  compared  its  antitheft 
devices  with  similar  antitheft  devices, 
primarily  manufactured  by  other 
manufacturers,  that  have  been 
previously  granted  exemptions  from  this 
agency.  Saab  stated  that  ^e  theft  rates 
of  these  comparable  lines  decreased 
when  the  antitheft  device  was  made 
standard  equipment,  and  have 
remained,  for  the  most  part,  below  the 
3.2712  median  theft  rate.  Among  others, 
Saab  cited  the  experiences  of  the:  Mazda 
RX-7,  which  went  from  a  theft  rate  of 
5.83  (all  figures  provided  are  for  thefts 
per  thousand  vehicle)  in  1987  to  a  theft 
rate  of  5.64  in  1988;  the  Nissan  Maxima, 
which  went  from  a  theft  rate  of  3.80  in 
1983/84  to  a  theft  rate  of  1.99  in  1985; 
the  Nissan  300ZX,  which  went  from  a 
theft  rate  of  7.71  in  1986  to  a  theft  rate 
of  5.97  in  1987;  the  Toyota  Cressida, 
which  went  from  a  theft  rate  of  4.70  in 
1985  to  a  theft  rate  of  4.26  in  1986;  and 
the  Toyota  Supra,  which  went  from  a 
theft  rate  of  10.38  in  1985  to  a  theft  rate 
of  2.78  in  1986.  The  agency  concurs 
with  Saab  that  these  antitheft  devices 
manufactured  by  other  manufacturers 
are  comparable  to  the  device  planned  by 
Saab  for  its  car  line. 

NHTSA  believes  that  there  is 
substantial  evidence  indicating  that  the 
antitheft  device  to  be  installed  as 
standard  equipment  in  the  Saab  car  line 
that  is  the  subject  of  this  notice,  will 


likely  be  as  elective  in  reducing  and 
deterring  motor  vehicle  theft  as 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
theft  prevention  standard  (49  CFR  part 
541).  This  determination  is  based  on  the 
information  Saab  submitted  with  its 
petition  and  on  other  available 
information.  The  agency  believes  that 
the  device  will  provide  all  of  the  types 
of  performance  listed  in  §  543.6(a)(3): 
Promoting  activation;  preventing  defeat 
or  circumventing  of  the  device  by 
unauthorized  persons;  preventing 
operation  of  the  vehicle  by 
unauthorized  entrants:  and  ensuring  the 
reliability  and  durability  of  the  device. 

As  required  by  section  605(b)  of  the 
statute  and  49  CFR  543.6(a)(4),  the 
agency  also  finds  that  Saab  has  provided 
adequate  reasons  for  its  belief  that  the 
anti^eft  device  will  reduce  and  deter 
theft.  This  conclusion  is  based  on  the 
information  Saab  provided  on  its 
device.  This  information  included  a 
description  of  reliability  and  functional 
tests  conducted  by  Saab  for  the  antitheft 
device  and  its  components. 

For  the  foregoing  reasons,  the  agency 
hereby  exempts  the  Saab  car  line  that  is 
the  subject  of  this  notice,  in  whole,  from 
the  requirements  of  49  CTR  part  541. 

If  Saab  decides  not  to  use  the 
exemption  for  any  of  the  car  lines  that 
are  the  subject  of  this  notice,  it  should 
formally  notify  the  agency.  If  such  a 
decision  is  made,  ea^  respective  car 
line  must  be  fully  marked  according  to 
the  requirements  under  49  CFR  541.5 
and  §  541.6  (marking  of  major 
component  parts  and  replacement 
parts). 

The  agency  notes  that  the  limited  and 
apparently  conflicting  data  on  the 
effectiveness  of  the  pre-standard  parts 
marking  programs  continue  to  m^e  it 
difficult  to  compare  the  effectiveness  of 
an  antitheft  device  with  the 
effectiveness  of  compliance  with  the 
theft  prevention  standard.  The  statute 
clearly  invites  such  a  comparison, 
which  the  agency  has  made  on  the  basis 
of  the  limit^  data  available.  With 
implementation  of  the  requirements  of 
the  “Anti  Car  Theft  Act  of  1992,’’ 
NHTSA  anticipates  more  probative  data 
upon  which  comparison  may  be  made. 

NHTSA  notes  tnat  if  Saab  wishes  in 
the  future  to  modify  the  device  on 
which  this  exemption  is  based,  the 
company  may  have  to  submit  a  petition 
to  modify  the  exemption.  Section 
543.7(d)  states  that  a  part  543  exemption 
applies  only  to  vehicles  that  belong  to 
a  line  exempted  under  this  part  and 
equipped  with  the  antitheft  device  on 
which  the  line’s  exemption  is  based. 
Further,  §  543.9(c)(2)  provides  for  the 
submission  of  petitions  "(t)o  modify  an 
exemption  to  permit  the  use  of  an 
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antithefl  device  similar  to  but  differing 
from  the  one  specified  in  that 
exemption.” 

The  agency  wishes  to  minimize  the 
administrative  burden  which 
§  543.9(c)(2)  could  place  on  exempted 
vehicle  manufacturers  and  itself.  The 
agency  did  not  intend  in  drafting  Part 
543  to  require  the  submission  of  a 
modifrcation  petition  for  every  change 
to  the  components  or  design  of  an 
antitheft  device.  The  significance  of 
many  such  changes  could  be  de 
minimis.  Therefore,  NHTSA  suggests 
that  if  the  manufacturer  contemplates 
making  any  changes  the  effects  of  which 
might  be  characterized  as  de  minimis,  it 
should  consult  the  agency  before 
preparing  and  submitting  a  petition  to 
modify. 

Authority:  15  U.S.C  2025;  delegation  of 
authority  at  49  CFR  1.50. 

Date:  July  20, 1993. 

Howard  M.  Smolkin, 

Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17620  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 
BILUNO  CODE  4aiO-«a-M 


[Docket  No.  93-09;  Notice  2] 

Determination  That  Nonconforming 
1990  Honda  VFR  750  Motorcycies  Are 
Eiigibie  for  Importation 

AGENCY:  National  Highway  Traffic 
Safety  Administration  (“NHTSA”), 
DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  determination  by 
NHTSA  that  nonconforming  1990 
Honda  VFR  750  motorcycles  are  eligible 
for  importation. 


SUMMARY:  This  notice  announces  the 
determination  by  NHTSA  that  1990 
Honda  VFR  750  motorcycles  not 
originally  manufactured  to  comply  with 
all  applicable  Federal  motor  vehicle 
safety  standards  are  eligible  for 
importation  into  the  United  States 
because  they  are  substantially  similar  to 
a  vehicle  originally  manufactured  for 
importation  into  and  sale  in  the  United 
States  and  certified  by  its  manufacturer 
as  complying  with  the  safety  standards 
(the  U.S.-certifred  version  of  the  1990 
Honda  VFR  750  motorcycle),  and  they 
are  capable  of  being  readily  modified  to 
conform  to  the  standards. 

DATE:  The  determination  is  effective  as 
of  the  date  of  its  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ted  Bayler,  Oflice  of  Vehicle  Safety 
Compliance,  NHTSA  (202-366-5306). 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION; 
Background 

Under  section  108(c)(3)(A)(i)  of  the 
National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Act  (“the  Act”),  15  U.S.C. 

§  1397(c)(3)(A)(i),  a  motor  vehicle  that 
was  not  originally  manufactured  to 
conform  to  all  applicable  Federal  motor 
vehicle  safety  standards  shall  be  refused 
admission  into  the  United  States  on  and 
after  January  31, 1990,  unless  NHTSA 
has  determined  that  the  motor  vehicle  is 
substantially  similar  to  a  motor  vehicle 
originally  manufactured  for  importation 
into  and  sale  in  the  United  States, 
certified  under  section  114  of  the  Act, 
and  of  the  same  model  year  as  the 
model  of  the  motor  vehicle  to  be 
compared,  and  is  capable  of  being 
readily  modified  to  conform  to  all 
applicable  Federal  motor  vehicle  safety 
standards. 

Petitions  for  eligibility  determinations 
may  be  submitted  by  eiOier 
manufacturers  or  importers  who  have 
registered  with  NHTSA  pursuant  to  49 
CFR  part  592.  As  specified  in  49  CFR 
593.7,  NHTSA  publishes  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  each  petition  that  it 
receives,  and  affords  interested  persons 
an  opportunity  to  comment  on  the 
petition.  At  the  close  of  the  comment 
period,  NHTSA  determines,  on  the  basis 
of  the  petition  and  any  comments  that 
it  has  received,  whether  the  vehicle  is 
eligible  for  importation.  The  agency 
then  publishes  this  determination  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

J.K.  Motors,  Inc.  (“J.K.”)  of  Kingsville, 
Maryland  (Registered  Importer  No.  R- 
90-006)  petitioned  NHTSA  to  determine 
whether  1990  Honda  VFR  750 
motorcycles  are  eligible  for  importation 
into  the  United  States.  NHTSA 
published  notice  of  the  petition  on 
March  3, 1993  (58  FR  12301)  to  afford 
an  opportunity  for  public  comment'. 

As  stated  in  that  notice,  J.K.  claimed 
in  its  petition  that  the  1990  Honda  VFR 
750  motorcycle  that  was  not  originally 
manufactured  to  comply  with  ail 
applicable  Federal  motor  vehicle  safety 
standards  is  substantially  similar  to  the 
1990  Honda  VFR  750  motorcycle  that 
was  manufactured  for  importation  and 
sale  in  the  United  States  and  that  was 
certified  by  its  manufacturer,  Honda 
Motor  Co.,  Ltd.,  as  complying  with  all 
such  standards.  JK  claimed  that  the  two 
models  are  identical  with  respect  to 
compliance  with  Standards  Nos.  106 
Brake  Hoses,  108  Lamps,  Reflective 
Devices  and  Associated  Equipment,  111 
Rearview  Mirrors,  116  Brake  Fluid,  119 
New  Pneumatic  Tires  for  Vehicles  other 
than  Passenger  Cars,  120  Tire  Selection 
and  Rims  for  Motor  Vehicles  other  than 
Passenger  Cars,  122  Motorcycle  Brake 


Systems,  123  Motorcycles  Controls  and 
Displays,  and  205  Glazing  Materials.  J.K. 
also  contended  that  the  non-U.S. 
certified  1990  Honda  VFR  750  is 
capable  of  being  readily  modified  to 
meet  Standard  No.  115  Vehicle 
Identification  Number,  by  adding  a 
permanent  VIN  plate  to  the  motorcycle 
dash. 

One  comment  was  received  in 
response  to  the'notice  of  the  petition, 
from  Honda  Motor  Co,,  Ltd.  (“Honda”), 
the  vehicle’s  original  manufacturer. 
Honda  stated  that  the  non-U.S.  certified 
version  of  the  1990  Honda  VFR  750  was 
intended  for  the  Japanese  market,  and  as 
originally  manufactured,  does  not 
comply  with  Federal  motor  vehicle 
safety  standards.  Specifically,  Honda 
asserted  that  the  following  items  must 
be  replaced  for  the  vehicle  to  comply 
with  Standard  No.  108:  The  headlight, 
turn  signal  lights,  brake  light,  stop  light, 
reflex  reflectors,  control  switches,  and 
electrical  wiring.  Additionally,  Honda 
asserted  that  the  speedometer/odometer 
on  the  non-U.S.  certified  1990  Honda 
VFR  750  is  calibrated  in  kilometers  and 
must  be  replaced  with  one  calibrated  in 
miles  per  hour  to  comply  with  Standard 
No.  123.  Honda  further  noted  that,  as 
acknowledged  by  J.K.,  the  vehicle’s 
Vehicle  Identification  Number  (“VIN") 
does  not  comply  with  Standard  No.  115. 
Additionally,  Honda  claimed  that  the 
vehicle  requires  a  safety  certification 
label  to  comply  with  U.S.  standards. 
Honda  stated  that  the  parts  necessary  to 
bring  the  vehicle  into  compliance  with 
Federal  motor  vehicle  safety  standards 
are  available  from  authorized  Honda 
motorcycle  dealers,  with  the  exception 
of  compliance  labels,  which  are 
available  only  on  the  company’s  own 
assembly  lines. 

NHTSA  invited  J.K.  to  respond  to 
Honda’s  comments.  In  its  response,  J.K. 
asserted  that  the  non-U.S.  certified  1990 
Honda  VFR  750  in  its  shop  conforms  to 
Standard  Nos.  108  and  123  in  all 
respects,  including  E)OT  markings  on 
parts  where  such  are  required.  J.K. 
submitted  photographs  with  its 
response  to  verify  this  claim.  These 
appear  to  support  J.K.’s  claim  that  the 
only  modification  necessary  to  bring  the 
motorcycle  in  its  possession  into 
compliance  with  all  applicable  Federal 
motor  vehicle  safety  standards  is  the 
addition  of  a  Registered  Importer’s 
certification  label.  NHTSA  notes  in  this 
regard  that  the  VIN  assigned  by  the 
original  manufacturer  to  an  imported 
vehicle  need  not  be  changed  for  the 
vehicle  to  comply  with  Federal  safety 
standards. 

In  view  of  the  conflicts  in  the 
statements  that  it  received  from  Honda 
and  J.K.,  NHTSA  has  concluded  that  the 
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motorcycle  used  by  J  JC.  in  the 
preparation  of  its  petition  is  one  that 
must  have  been  modified  after  the  date 
of  its  original  manufacture  to  comply 
with  applicable  Federal  motor  vehicle 
safety  standards.  As  Honda  did  not 
refute  J.K.*s  argument  that  the  non>U.S. 
certifi^  1990  Honda  VFR  750  was 
either  manufactured  in  conformance 
with,  or  is  capable  of  being  readily 
modified  to  conform  to,  all  applic^le 
Federal  motor  vehicle  safety  standards, 
NHTSA  has  determined  tcrgrant  the 
petition. 

Vehicle  Eligibility  Number  for  Subject 
Vehicles 

The  importer  of  a  vdiicle  admissible 
under  any  final  detnmination  must 
indicate  on  the  form  HS-7 
accompanying  entry  the  appropriate 
vehicle  eli^bility  number  indicating 
that  the  vehicle  is  eligible  for  entry.  VSP 
#34  is  the  vehicle  eligibility  number 
assigned  to  vehicles  admissible  imder 
this  determination. 

Final  Determination 

Accordingly,  rm  the  basis  of  the 
foregoing.  NHTSA  hereby  determines 
that  a  1990  Honda  VFR  750  motorcycle 
not  originally  manufactured  to  omiply 
with  all  applicable  Federal  motor 
v^icle  safky  standards  is  substantially 
similar  to  a  1990  Honda  VFR  750 
motorcycle  miginally  manufactured  for 
importatirm  into  and  sale  in  the  United 
States  and  certified  \mder  section  114  of 
the  National  Traffic  and  Motor  Vehicle 
Safety  Act,  and  is  capable  of  being 
readily  modified  to  conform  to  all 
applic^le  Federal  motor  vehicle  safety 
standards. 

Authority:  15  U.S.C.  1397(c)(3)(A)(i)(Il  and 
(C)(ii);  49  CFR  593.8;  delegations  of  audiority 
at  49  CFR  1.50  and  501.8. 

Issued  on:  July  20, 1993. 

William  A.  Boehly, 

Associate  Administrator  for  Enforcement. 

(FR  Doc  93-17743  Piled  7-23-93;  8:45  ami 
BILUNQ  CODE  4»10-SS-M 

Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration 

Availability  of  the  Federal 
Radionavigation  Plan 

AGENCY:  Research  and  Special  Programs 
Administration  (RSPA),  Department  of 
TranspOTtation. 

ACTION;  Availability  for  comment. 

SUMMARY:  The  1992  edition  of  the 
Federal  Radionavigation  Plan  has  been 
published  and  is  available  for  comment 
OATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
January  28. 1994. 


ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be 
forwarded  to  Chairman,  DOT  Navigation 
Working  Group,  U.S.  Department  of 
Transportation  (DRT-20),  room  9402, 
400  Seventh  Street  SW.,  Washington, 

DC  20590. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Heywood  Shirer,  Department  of 
Transportation  (DRT-20),  400  7th  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20590,  (202)  366- 
4355. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  A  copy  of 
the  Federal  Radionavigation  Plan  is 
available  for  inspection  in  the  RSPA 
Dockets  Unit.  The  Dockets  Unit  is 
located  in  room  8421  of  the  Nassif 
Building,  400  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20590.  Office  hours  are 
8:30  a.m.  to  5  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  except  Federal  holidays. 
Telephone  (202)  366-5046. 

The  1992  Federal  Radionavigation 
Plan  is  available  from:  National 
Technical  Information  Service  (NTIS), 
5285  Port  Royal  Road,  Springfield, 
Virginia  22161.  * 

Stock  Number.  PB93-165702 
Paper  Copy:  $37.50 
Microfiche:  $17.50 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC.  on  July  8, 1993. 

Rose  A.  McMurray, 

Acting  Administrator,  Research  and  Special 
Programs  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17703  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
aaUNQ  CODE  4ei0-60-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Customs  Service 

[T.D.  93-58] 

Delegation  Order  Relating  to  Handling 
of  Appeals  Filed  by  Customs  Brokers 
for  Denial  of  License 

AGENCY:  U.S.  Customs  Service, 
Department  of  the  Treasury. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  delegation  order. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  provides 
notice  that  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs  has  delegated  the  authority  to 
the  Director  of  the  Office  of  Trade 
Operations  to  issue  decisions  both  on 
the  initial  denial  of  applications  for 
Customs  broker  licenses,  including 
notification  of  a  failing  Customs  broker 
examination  score,  and  any  subsequent 
apjieal  to  Customs  of  such  denial. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  The  delegation  is 
effective  as  of  June  18, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Richard  Coleman,  Office  of  Trade 
Operations,  202-927-0563. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

On  J\me  18, 1993,  the  Commissioner 
of  Customs  approved  the  following 
delegation  of  authority: 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by 
Treasury  Department  Order  No.  165,  Revis^ 
(T.D.  53654, 19  F.R.  7241),  as  amended,  and 
by  section  641  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930  (19 
U.S.C  1641),  I  hereby  delegate  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Trade  O^rations,  the 
authority  given  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Customs  in  the  Customs  Regulations, 

§  111.13(e),  to  notify  applicants  and  the 
district  director  of  ffie  denial  of  a  license 
because  of  feilure  to  pass  the  Customs  broker 
examination,  and  in  §§  sections  111.16  and 
111.17,  consistent  with  the  authority 
delegated  in  section  111.13(e),  to  give  notice 
of  denial  for  any  reason  to  an  applicant  and 
to  the  director  of  the  district  in  which  the 
application  was  filed  and  to  review  me 
appeals  of  Customs  denials  of  applications 
for  a  Customs  broker’s  license. 

This  delegation  is  effective  as  of  June 
18, 1993. 

Dated:  July  19, 1993. 

Michael  H.  Lane, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Customs, 

(FR  Doc.  93-17690  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  4S2(Ma-P 

DEPARTMENT  OF  VETERANS 
AFFAIRS 

information  Collection  Under  0MB 
Review 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs. 
ACTION:  Notice. 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
has  submitted  to  OMB  the  following 
proposal  for  the  collection  of 
information  tmder  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperwork  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35).  This  document  lists  the 
following  information;  (1)  The  title  of 
the  information  collection,  and  the 
Department  form  number(s),  if 
applicable;  (2)  a  description  of  the  need 
and  its  use;  (3)  who  will  be  required  or 
asked  to  respond;  (4)  an  estimate  of  the 
total  annual  reporting  hours,  and 
recordkeeping  burden,  if  applicable:  (5) 
the  estimated  average  burden  hours  per 
respondent;  (6)  the  frequency  of 
response;  and  (7)  an  estimated  number 
of  respondents, 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  the  proposed 
information  collection  and  supporting 
documents  may  be  obtained  from  Janet 
G.  Byers,  Veterans  Benefits 
Administration  (20A5),  Department  of 
Veterans  Affairs,  810  Vermont  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20420  (202)  233- 
3021. 

Comments  and  questions  about  the 
items  on  the  list  should  be  directed  to 
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VA's  OMB  Desk  Officer,  Joseph  Lackey, 
NEOB,  room  3002,  Washington,  DC 
20503,  (202)  395-7316.  Do  not  send 
requests  for  benefits  to  this  address. 
DATES:  Comments  on  the  information 
collection  should  be  directed  to  the 
OMB  Desk  Officer  on  or  before  August 
25, 1993. 

Dated:  July  19, 1993. 

By  direction  of  the  Secretary. 

B.  Michael  Berger, 

Dimctor,  Records  Management  Service. 

Extension 

1.  Water-Plumbing  Systems  Inspection 
Report  (Manufactured  Home),  VA 
Form  26-8731a 

2.  The  form  is  completed  by  inspectors 
and  serves  as  an  inspection  report  on 
the  water  and  plumbing  systems  of 
used  manufactured  home  units 
proposed  as  security  for  guaranteed 
loans.  The  information  is  used  to 
determine  acceptability  of  the  imits 
for  VA^aranteed  financing. 

3.  Individuals  or  households — 
Businesses  or  other  for-profit — Small 
businesses  or  organizations 

4.  400  hours 

5.  2  hours 


6.  On  occasion 

7.  200  respondents 

Reinstatement 

1.  Disabled  Veterans  Application  for 
Vocational  Rehabilitation.  VA  Form 
28-1900 

2.  The  form  is  used  by  service- 
connected  disabled  veterans  and 
service  persons  awaiting  discharge  for 
disability  to  apply  for  vocational 
rehabilitation  benefits.  The 
information  is  used  by  VA  to 
determine  eligibility  for  and 
entitlement  to  these  benefits. 

3.  Individuals  or  households 

4.  7,500  hours 

5. 15  minutes 

6.  On  occasion 

7.  30,000  respondents 

IFR  Doc.  93-17676  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 

BSJJNO  COOE  ssss-oi-ai 


Veterans’  Advisory  Committee  on 
Rehabiiitation;  Notice  of  Meeting 

The  Department  of  Veterans  Affairs 
gives  notice  that  a  meeting  of  the 
Veterans'  Advisory  Committee  on 
Rehabilitation,  au&orized  by  38  U.S.C., 


3121,  will  be  held  on  September  26, 27, 
and  28, 1993  in  Boston,  Massachusetts. 
The  committee  will  meet  from  10  a.m. 
to  3  p.m.  on  September  26.  from  9  a.m. 
to  4  p.m.  on  September  27,  and  from  9 
a.m.  to  12  noon  on  September  28, 1993. 
The  purpose  of  the  meeting  will  be  to 
review  the  administration  of  veterans’ 
rehabilitation  programs  and  to  provide 
recommendations  to  the  Secret^.  The 
meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public  to  the 
seating  capacity  of  the  meeting  room. 
Due  to  changes  in  the  location  of  the 
meeting  area  each  day,  it  will  be 
necessary  for  those  wishing  to  attend  to 
contact  Theresa  Boyd  at  (202)  233-6493 
prior  to  September  22, 1993.  Interested 
persons  may  attend,  appear  before,  or 
file  statements  with  the  Committee. 
Statements,  if  in  written  form,  may  be 
filed  before  or  within  10  days  of  the 
meeting.  Oal  statements  vdll  be  heard 
at  2  p.m.  on  September  26, 1993. 

Dated:  July  IS,  1993. 

By  direction  of  the  Secretary: 

Heyward  Bannister, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17678  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  cooe  S320-01-M 
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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  of  noeetings  published  under 
the  “Government  in  the  Sunshine  AcT  (Pub. 
L  94-409)  5  U.S.C.  552b(eH3). 


UNITED  STATES  POSTAL  SERVICE  BOARD  OF 
GOVERNORS 

The  Board  of  Governors  of  the  United 
States  Postal  Service,  pursuant  to  its 
Bylaws  (39  C.F.R.  Se^ion  7.5)  and  the 
Government  in  the  Simshine  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  Section  SS2b),  hereby  gives 
notice  that  it  intends  to  hold  a  meeting 
at  1:00  p.m.  on  Monday,  August  2, 1993, 
and  at  8:30  a.m.  on  Tuesday.  August  3, 
1993,  in  Washington.  D.C. 

By  telephone  vote  on  July  16  and  19, 
1993,  a  majority  of  the  members 
contacted  and  voting,  the  Board  of 
Governors  voted  to  close  to  public 
observation  its  meeting  schooled  for  ■ 
August  2,  which  will  involve 
consideration  of  the  Postal  Rate 
Commission’s  Opinion  and 
Recommended  Decision  in  Docket  No 
MC93-2.  Definition  of  Pre-Barcoded 
Mail. 

The  meeting  is  expected  to  be 
attended  by  the  following  persons; 
Governors  Alvarado,  Daniels,  del  Junco, 
Mackie,  Pace,  Setrakian  and  Winters: 
Postmaster  General  Runyon.  Deputy 
Postmaster  General  Coughlin,  S^etary 
to  the  Board  Harris,  and  General 
Coimsel  Elcano. 

The  Board  determined  that  pursuant 
to  section  552b(c)(3)  and  (10)  of  Title  5, 


United  States  Code,  and  section  7.3(c) 
and  (j)  of  Title  39,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  discussion  of  this  matter  is 
exempt  from  the  open  meeting 
requirement  of  the  Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552b(b)]  because 
it  is  likely  to  disclose  information  in 
connection  with  proceedings  under 
Chapter  36  of  Title  39.  United  States 
Code  (having  to  do  with  postal 
ratemaking,  mail  classification  and 
changes  in  postal  services),  which  is 
specihcally  exempted  from  disclosure 
by  section  410(c)(4)  of  Title  39,  United 
States  Code. 

The  Board  has  determined  further  that 
pursuant  to  section  552b(c)(10)  of  Title 
5,  United  States  Code,  and  section  7.3(j) 
of  Title  39,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
the  discussion  is  exempt  because  it 
likely  to  specifically  concern 
participation  of  the  Postal  Service  in  a 
civil  action  or  proceeding  involving  a 
determination  on  the  record  after 
opportunity  for  a  hearing.  The  Board 
further  determined  that  the  public 
interest  does  not  require  that  the  Board’s 
discussion  of  the  matter  be  open  to  the 
public. 

In  accordance  with  section  552b(f)(l) 
of  title  5.  United  States  diode,  and 
section  7.6(a)  of  title  39,  Osde  of  Federal 
Regulations,  the  General  Counsel  of  the 
United  States  Postal  Service  has 
certified  that  in  her  opinion  the  meeting 
may  properly  be  clos^  to  public 
observation,  pursuant  to  section 
552b(c)(3)  and  (10)  of  Title  5,  United 


States  Code;  and  section  7.3(c)  and  (j)  of 
Title  39,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

The  August  3  meeting  is  open  to  the 
public  and  will  be  held  at  U.S.  Postal 
Service  Headquarters.  475  L’Enfant 
Plaza,  S.W.,  in  the  Benjamin  Franklin 
Room.  The  Board  expects  to  discuss  the 
matters  stated  in  the  agenda  which  is  set 
forth  below.  Requests  for  information 
about  the  meeting  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Board,  David  F. 
Harris,  at  (202)  268-4800. 

Agenda 

Monday  Session 

August  2 — 1.00  p.m.  (Closed) 

1.  Consideration  of  the  Postal  Rate 
Commission's  Opinion  and  Recommended 
Decision  in  Docket  No.  MC93-2,  Definition 
of  Pre-Barcoded  Mail. 

Tuesday  Session 
August  3 — 8:30  a.m.  (Open) 

1.  Minutes  of  the  Previous  Meeting,  July 
12-13, 1993. 

2.  Remarks  of  the  Postmaster  General  and 
CEO.  (Marvin  Runyon.) 

3.  C^arterly  Report  on  Service 
Performance.  (Ann  McK.  Robinson,  Vice 
President,  Consumer  Advocate.) 

4.  Quarterly  Report  on  Financial 
Performance.  (M.  Richard  Porras,  Controller.) 

5.  Tentative  Agenda  for  the  August  30-31, 
1993,  meeting  in  Indianapolis,  Indiana. 
David  F.  Harris, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17888  Filed  7-22-93;  2:05  pm] 
MUJNO  CODE  7rift-12-H 


Monday 
July  26,  1993 


Part  II 

Department  of 
Health  and  Human 
Services 

Public  Health  Service 


Compiled  List  of  Clinical  Laboratory  Test 
Systems,  Assays,  and  Examinations 
Categorized  by  Complexity;  Notice 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Public  Health  Service 

Compiled  List  of  Clinical  Laboratory 
Test  Systems,  Assays,  snd 
Exsminations  Categorized  by 
Complexity 

AGENCY:  Public  Health  Service,  HHS. 
action:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Regulations  codified  at  42 
GFR  493.17,  implementing  the  Clinical 
Laboratory  Improvement  Amendments 
of  1988,  require  the  Secretary  to  provide 
for  the  categorization  of  speciflc  clinical 
laboratory  test  systems,  assays,  and 
examinations  by  level  of  complexity. 

The  criteria  for  such  categorization  are 
also  set  forth  in  those  regulations. 

This  Notice  announces  the  compiled 
list  of  specific  clinical  laboratory  test 
systems,  assays,  and  examinations 
categorized  by  complexity.  This  list 
includes  the  compilation  of  a  series  of 
foiu  partial  test  lists  that  were 
previously  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  part  of  the  on-going  process 
of  test  categorization.  These  partial  lists 
were  published  on  February  28, 1992 
(57  FR  7245):  July  8. 1992  (57  FR 
30362);  August  28. 1992  (57  FR  39211); 
and  September  2. 1992  (57  FR  40258). 
The  list  in  this  Notice  also  includes 
approximately  2000  additional  test 
systems,  assays,  and  examinations  that 
were  identified  through  the  comment 
period  as  test  systems  or  analytes  that 
were  missing  horn  any  previously 
published  list.  A  separate  list  containing 
only  the  previously  unpublished 
categorizations  is  ^so  included  in  this 
Notice,  because  these  previously 
unpublished  categorizations  are  subject 
to  a  30-day  comment  period.  A  list  of 
waived  test  systems,  assays,  and 
examinations,  which  is  an  update  of  the 
list  published  on  August  28, 1992,  is 
also  included  in  this  Notice.  All 
responses  to  public  comments  received 
on  the  partial  lists  are  included  in  this 
Notice.  Additionally,  all  changes  to 
previously  publish^  categorizations 
made  in  response  to  comments,  as  well 
as  any  editorial  or  grammatical 
corrections  to  previously  published  test 
system  or  analyte  entries,  are  reflected 
on  the  compiled  list. 

Any  clinical  laboratory  test  system, 
assay,  or  examination  not  classifled 
under  42  CFR  493.15,  published 
February  28, 1992  (57  FR  7002),  or 
under  the  amendments  to  42  493 

published  January  19. 1993  (58  FR  5215) 
(also  known  as  HSQ-202-FC),  as 
waived  or  not  categorized  in  this 
compilation  as  moderate  complexity. 


will  be  considered  high  complexity 
until  categorized  otherwise  as  prodded 
under  42  CFR  493.17. 

This  Notice  also  addresses  the  process 
for  submitting  applications  to  categorize 
other  laboratory  test  systems,  assays, 
and  examinations  as  well  as  the  process 
for  requesting  a  recategorization. 
Additionally,  the  process  for  requesting 
that  additions  or  deletions  be  made  to 
the  list  of  waived  tests,  published  in  42 
CFR  493.15(c),  is  also  addressed  in  this 
Notice. 

Notices  will  be  published  periodically 
in  the  Federal  Register  to  announce 
additional  test  systems,  assays,  or 
examinations  that  have  been  categorized 
or  recategorized  since  the  preceding 
publication. 

DATES:  Effective  date:  This  list  is 
eflective  on  July  26. 1993.  Comment 
date:  Written  comments  on  the  list  of 
previously  unpublished  categorizations 
will  be  considered  if  they  are  received 
at  the  address  indicated  below,  no  later 
than  5  p.m.  on  August  25, 1993. 
ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  the 
previously  impublished 
categorizations — only — should  be 
addressed  to  Public  Health  Service, 
Attention:  CLIA  Federal  Register  Notice, 
1600  Clifton  Road  NE  (MS  MLR5). 
Atlanta.  GA  30333. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Dr. 
John  Ridderhof,  (404)  639-1701. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Centers  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention  (CDC)  has  categorized 
approximately  12,000  test  systems, 
assays,  and  examinations  for 
complexity,  using  the  criteria  for  test 
categorization  codifled  at  42  CFR  493.17 
(published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  28, 1992  (57  FR  7002). 

CDC  received  approximately  435 
letters  commenting  on  the  10,000 
previously  published  categorizations. 
Based  on  these  comments,  about  one 
percent  have  required  recategorization. 
Most  of  the  recategorizations  occurred 
as  a  result  of  the  dbange  in  the  approach 
to  scoring  tests  within  the  area  of 
microbiology.  This  change  occurred  in 
response  to  comments  and  is  addressed 
in  detail  in  this  Notice  under  the  section 
"Comments  on  Microbiology  tests — 
overview  of  changes  made  to 
Microbiology.” 

Excluding  the  area  of  microbiology 
that  warranted  a  change  in  the  approach 
to  scoring,  comment  letters  addressed 
approximately  40  different  test  systems, 
assays,  or  examinations.  After  careful 
review  of  these  recategorization 
requests,  CDC  determined  that  18  of  the 
40  warranted  changes  in  scores, 
resulting  in  16  recategorizations  horn 
high  complexity  to  moderate 


complexity,  end  2  recategorizations 
from  moderate  complexity  to  high 
complexity.  Each  of  these 
recategorizations  is  discussed  in  detail 
under  the  section  “Corrections  to 
previous  publications  of  test 
categorization”  contained  in  this  Notice 
Sixteen  additional  recategorizations 
&t>m  high  to  moderate  complexity  for 
HDL  procedures  occurred  as  a  result  of 
recommendation  from  the  Clinical 
Laboratory  Improvement  Advisory 
Committee  (CLIAC).  A  discussion  of  the 
HDL  recategorizations  is  found  under 
the  comment  and  response  section  for 
General  Chemistry  contained  in  this 
Notice. 

The  relatively  small  number  of 
comments  that  were  received  on  the 
thousands  of  test  categorizations  is 
testimony  to  the  merit  and  credibility  of 
the  test  categorization  process.  It  also 
confirms  that  CDC  was  successful  in 
completing  the  monumental  task  of 
accurately  categorizing  thousands  of 
laboratory  procedures. 

Basis  for  Categorization 

The  first  step  in  the  categorization 
process  was  to  determine  which  test 
systems,  assays,  or  examinations  were  to 
bie  waived  using  the  criteria  set  forth  in 
42  CFR  493.15.  Then,  as  described  in  42 
CFR  493.17,  seven  criteria  were  used  to 
categorize  non-waived  laboratory  test 
systems,  assays,  or  examinations  as 
moderate  or  high  complexity.  The  CDC 
developed  a  scoring  system  that  was 
based  on  categorization  approaches 
suggested  in  comments  to  the  proposed 
regulations  and  based  on  categorization 
systems  currently  in  use  by  state 
regulatory  agencies.  Under  the  CDC 
approach,  one  of  three  possible  scores 
(1.  2  or  3)  was  assigned  to  each  of  the 
seven  criteria.  A  score  of  "1” 
represented  minimal  requirements, 
while  a  score  of  “3”  represented 
maximum  or  specialize  requirements. 
Limiting  selection  to  only  three  possible 
scores  minimizes  the  difficulties  of 
making  subjective  decisions  about 
scoring  for  each  criteria. 

The  CDC  scoring  scheme  was  tested 
against  a  list  of  general  categories  of 
laboratory  procediires.  This  list  of 
general  procedures  was  compiled  from 
comments  indicating  specific 
procedures  that  should  be  categorized  as 
either  moderate  or  high  complexity. 
When  subjected  to  the  CDC  scoring 
scheme,  many  procedures  on  this 
general  list  received  scores  that  clearly 
defined  them  as  either  moderate  or  high 
complexity  while  other  procedures 
received  total  scores  that  placed  them  in 
a  grey  area  between  moderate  and  high 
complexity. 
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A  list  of  general  procedures  that 
clearly  scored  as  moderate  or  high 
complexity  and  a  list  of  those  that  were 
in  the  grey  area  was  presented  at  a 
meeting  of  consultants  in  June  of  1991. 
Each  of  the  consultants  reviewed  the  list 
and  gave  advice  on  whether  the 
procedures  in  the  grey  area  should  be 
moderate  or  high  complexity.  CDC 
utilized  this  information  to  further 
refine  the  grey  area  into  a  dehned  cutoff 
score  of  12/13  between  moderate  and 
high  complexity. 

CDC  staff  then  expanded  the  general 
list  into  a  more  specific  list  that  defined 
tests  by  the  name  of  the  instrument,  kit. 
or  procedure  and  applied  the  scoring 
scheme  with  the  12/13  cutofi.  In 
September  of  1991,  at  another  meeting 
of  consultants,  CDC  presented  the 
categorization  of  approximately  2000 
specific  tests.  Each  of  the  consultants 
was  asked  to  review  these  proposed 
categorizations  and  to  apply  the  scoring 
scheme  to  any  tests  with  which  they 
were  familiar.  Information  from  this 
scoring  exercise  was  used  by  CDC  to 
further  refine  the  scorii^scheme. 

At  the  present  time,  CDC  has 
categorized  approximately  12,000  tests. 

A  review  of  total  scores  within  the 
scheme  shows  a  distribution  that  is 
bimodal  with  the  12/13  cutoff 
equidistant  between  the  two  modal 
values.  Each  modal  has  an  underlying 
normal  distribution  of  scores  that  shows 
central  tendency  and  somewhat  even 
distribution  in  the  tails.  This  bimodal 
distribution  with  two  underlying 
normal  distributions  supports  the 
concept  of  a  scoring  system  whose  main 
purpose  was  to  define  two  separate 
conditions,  moderate  complexity  and 
high  complexity,  with  a  distinct  cutoff 
between  the  two. 

Overview  of  Test  Categorization 
Process 

Each  test  system,  assay,  or 
examination  not  classified  as  waived 
was  assigned  a  imique  identifier.  A 
Center  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention  (CDC)  staff  person, 
knowledgeable  in  the  laboratory  area  for 
which  the  test  was  designed,  was 
designated  as  the  initial  scorer.  Using 
information  available  from  a  variety  of 
sources,  including  manufacturer’s 
instructions,  and  from  his  or  her  own 
knowledge  and  experience,  the  scorer 
assigned  a  numerical  value  to  each  of 
the  seven  criteria — a  score  of  “1” 
representing  the  least  complex  and  a 
score  of  “3”  the  most  complex.  If 
sufficient  information  was  not  available 
to  score  the  test  procedure,  the 
manufacturer  or  other  source  was 
contacted  to  obtain  the  necessary 
information.  If  there  was  not  a  member 


of  the  CDC  staff  with  sufficient 
background  or  expertise  to  grade  the 
test,  an  outside  consultant  assisted  in 
assi^ng  scores  to  the  test  procedure. 

The  initial  scorer  prepared  a  short 
written  narrative  (justification) 
explaining  his  or  her  logic  for  the 
assignment  of  scores  to  each  criteria. 

The  internal  scores  within  a  total  grade 
were  then  evaluated  against  each  other 
for  consistency.  For  example,  assigning 
a  high  score  to  a  test  for  the  criterion 
“Characteristics  of  Operational  Steps” 
but  a  low  score  for  the  criterion 
"Training  and  Experience”  woulckbe 
consider^  inconsistent.  Scores  were 
also  compared  with  scores  for 
procedures  of  comparable  complexity 
and/or  similar  methodology  to  be 
certain  that  all  tests  were  graded  fairly, 
and  without  bias.  If  a  scorer  felt  there 
were  significant  differences  between  the 
test  system,  assay,  or  examination  he  or 
she  was  grading  and  others  of  similar 
methodology,  then  the  specific  aspects 
of  the  test  procedure  that  made  it 
different  were  addressed  in  the  written 
justification. 

Once  the  initial  scorer  had  scored  the 
test  system,  assay  or  examination  and 
completed  a  draff  justification  for  each 
score,  another  CDC  staff  member,  who 
had  experience  in  the  laboratory  area 
targeted  by  the  test,  reviewed  the 
information  used  to  grade  the  test,  the 
assigned  grading  scores,  and  the  written 
justifications  for  each  score.  The  scores 
were  reviewed  for  consistency  of  the 
numeric  values  assigned  as  well  as 
consistency  of  the  overall  rating.  The 
written  justification  was  reviewed  for 
technical  accmacy,  consistency,  and 
clarity. 

Finally,  test  scores  and  justifications 
were  reviewed  by  an  outside  expert  or 
a  member  of  CDC  staff  who  was  a 
recognized  expert  in  the  specialty  area 
covered  by  the  procedure.  The  expert 
either  verified  the  technical  acciuracy  of 
the  scoring  and  justification  or  returned 
it  for  further  review  and  suggested  that 
staff  obtain  additional  information,  or,  if 
appropriate,  advised  that  an  outside 
consultant  be  called  to  help  in 
categorization.  If  the  grades  and 
justification  for  a  test  categorization 
passed  this  level  of  review,  the  scores 
were  considered  valid  and  the  test 
system,  assay,  or  examination  was 
added  to  the  test  categorization 
database. 

Once  a  test  system’s  grades  and 
justification  were  deemed  valid,  two 
members  of  the  CDC  staff  who  were  not 
involved  in  the  original  scoring  or 
review,  independently  review^  the 
written  justification  for  consistency  and 
clarity.  Any  editing  at  this  point  was 
frnm  the  perspective  of  whether  or  not 


a  knowledgeable  person  reviewing  the 
justification  sometime  in  the  future 
would  imderstand  the  basis  for  the  score 
determination.  Once  a  justification 
passed  this  level  of  review,  it  was 
considered  final  and  complete. 

General  Guidelines  for  Assigning 
Scores 

Although  not  specific  to  any  one 

{>rocediu'e  or  all  encompassing  for  every 
aboratory  method,  the  following 
general  guidelines  were  used  by  CDC 
staff  to  achieve  consistency  in  scoring 
both  within  specialty  areas  and  across 
disciplines. 

Knowledge 

Knowledge  was  defined  as  theoretical 
backgroimd  information  that  the  analyst 
must  possess  prior  to  performing  the 
test.  This  knowledge  generally  could  not 
be  acquired  by  previous  experience  with 
similar  procediures  or  by  merely  reading 
technical  information  supplied  by  the 
manufacturer.  The  grading  for  this 
criterion  took  into  accoimt  not  only  the 
knowledge  required  for  the  analytic 
portion  of  the  procedure  (the  actual 
performance  of  the  test)  but  also  the 
knowledge  required  for  any  preanalytic 
or  postanalytic  portions  that  were 
considered  to  be  specific  components  of 
the  total  procedure. 

A  score  of  “1”  for  this  criterion  meant 
that  the  scientific  knowledge  needed  to 
perform  the  test  was  minimal.  The 
analyst  could  usually  perform  the  test 
by  reading  material  supplied  by  the 
manufacturer.  A  score  of  ”1”  assumed 
the  analyst  had  knowledge  of  basic 
laboratory  safety  precautions  such  as  the 
importance  of  wearing  gloves  and  some 
basic  laboratory  analytic  techniques 
such  as  the  proper  use  of  a  centrifuge. 

A  score  of  “2^*  for  this  criterion  meant 
that  some  basic  laboratory  related 
scientific  knowledge  was  required  prior 
to  performing  the  test.  The  knowledge 
required  may  have  been  broad 
lalmratory  concepts  or  principles  that  an 
analyst  would  build  on  while  being 
trained  to  perform  the  specific 
procedure  under  consideration.  This 
knowledge  could  have  been  acquired 
through  previous  on-the-job  instruction 
or  throu^  formal  academic  instruction. 

A  score  of  “3”  for  this  criterion  meant 
that  specialized  scientific  knowledge 
was  required  to  perform  the  procedure. 
This  knowledge  was  considered 
extensive  and  usually  required 
academic  study.  It  may  have  included 
knowledge  of  the  clinical  uses  of  a  test. 
Examples  include:  the  diagnostic 
aspects  of  hemolytic  disease  of  the 
newborn  to  accurately  interpret  the 
results  of  the  Indicator  Cell  Rosette  test; 
understanding  the  physical 
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characteristics  of  tfitigen^uitibody 
diffusion  through  §ris  to  perform 
immunoelectrophoresis;  and  knowledge 
of  the  microscopic  characteristics  of  all 
known  medically  significant  pathogens 
to  be  able  to  adeqnately  idKitify  the 
microbial  source  of  an  infection. 

Training  and  Experience 
Training  leCened  to  those  instructions 
specific  to  a  procedure  and  the 
acquisition,  throng  practice  and 
relation,  of  the  specific  technical 
skills  necessary  for  the  accurate 
execution  of  a  procedure.  Expnience 
referred  to  the  broad  range  of  skills 
previously  acquired  by  the  analyst 
while  performing  similar  laboratory 
testing. 

A  seme  of  ‘*1”  for  this  criterion  meant 
that  minimal  training  and  experience 
were  required  to  perform  the  test.  The 
analyst  could  be  aelf-tau^t  by  following 
manufacturer's  diractimis  and  did  not 
need  prat^ice  in  the  procedure  prior  to 
perfonning  the  tost.  Materials  or 
instruments  were  of  sudi  simple 
construction  that  they  required  only 
limited,  "one^me**  instruction  on  their 
use  to  properly  report  test  results. 

A  score  of  "2"  meant  that  some 
training  or  experience  were  reqmred. 

The  training  would  be  directed  toward 
the  specific  test  procedure  under 
omsideration  and  usually  required 
repetition  or  {nactioe  to  achieve 
proficiency  in  performing  the  test.  Some 
procedures  required  experience  in  the 
operation  of  similar  equipment  or  in  a 
general  laboratory  technique  required  to 
perform  the  proo^ure  su^  as  the  use 
of  a  microscope. 

A  score  of  ‘*3”  for  this  criterimi  meant 
that  s  high  level  of  training  and 
experience  were  required.  This  training 
usually  required  an  axtended  time 
period,  close  supervision,  and  extensive 
practice.  If  a  hi^  levd  of  experience 
was  required,  it  was  usually  very 
specialized  and  directed  toward  specific 
techniques  critical  to  the  performance  of 
the  procedure  such  ss  expmienoe  in 
inoculating,  monitoring,  or  harvesting 
viruses. 

Beagents  or  Materials  Preparation 

This  criterion  reforred  to  the  level  of 
complexity  assodstsd  with  the 
preparation  of  raegents  or  other 
materials. 

A  score  of  “1"  for  this  criterion  meant 
that  reagents  and  materials  were  usually 
prepackaged  or  required  minimal 
handling  such  as  simple  dilutions  or 
rehydrations. 

A  score  of  “Z**  meant  that  some 
preparation  or  handling  was  required, 
such  as,  specific  storage  requirements 
fb>  reagents;  reagents  diat  required 


reconstitution  immediately  before  use; 
or  reagents  that  required  precase 
pipetting  for  reconstitution. 

A  score  of  "3"  meant  that  reagents  or 
materials  were  either  extremely  labile, 
required  special  handling  (e.g., 
radioactive  matmials)  or  preparation,  or 
required  predw  gravimetric  or 
volumetric  measurements.  A  high  score 
was  also  given  when  the  analyst  was 
required  to  calculate  the  needed 
concentration  of  a  reagent  or  when  the 
reagent  had  special  disposal  or 
decontamination  requirements; 

Characteristics  of  Operational  Steps 
This  criterion  refiaired  to  the  number 
of  steps  in  the  procedure  and  the  degree 
of  technical  skill  required  to  perform 
those  steps.  Each  procedure  was 
evaluated  for  the  complexity  of  steps 
not  only  in  the  analytic  portion  of  the 
procedure  but  also  in  the  preanalytic  or 
postanalytic  portions  that  were 
consider^  part  of  the  complete 
procedure. 

A  score  of  “1”  was  given  if  the  steps 
were  automatically  executed  or  were  not 
extensive  and  easily  performed. 

A  score  of  "2**  was  given  if  the  steps 
were  not  fully  automatic  and  required 
some  monitiKing.  timing,  or  simple 
calculations.  Ex^ples  of  procedures 
receiving  a  sene  of  "2”  include  those 
requiring  limited  pretreatment  of 
samples  befme  analysis,  or  requiring 
simple  calculrtions  after  analysis  to 
arrive  at  a  final  result 
A  score  of  "S’*  was  given  if  the  steps 
were  extensive  or  complex,  required 
manual  manipulation,  required  close 
monitoring  and  control,  or  required 
extensive  calculations.  Many 
procedures  receiving  a  high  score  for 
this  criterion  requir^  the  analyst  to  plot 
standard  curves,  perftmn  complicated 
calculations,  or  perform  multiple 
volumetric  or  gravimetric 
measurements. 

Calibration,  Quality  Control  or 
Proficiency  Testing  Materials 

This  criterion  referred  solely  to  the 
characteristics  of  the  materials  used  for 
calibration,  quality  control,  or 
proficiency  testing.  It  did  not  refer  to  the 
difficulty  of  performing  procedures 
using  these  materials  since  this  was 
covered  under  "Characteristics  of 
Operational  Steps." 

A  score  of  "1’^  was  given  if  calibration 
materials,  when  applicable  to  the 
procedure,  ware  st^le,  well  defined, 
and  readily  available.  A  score  of  "1" 
was  also  given  if  quahty  control 
materials  were  available  and  when 
proficiency  testing  materials  ware 
available  or  had  the  potential  of  being 
made  available. 


A  score  of  "2"  was  given  if  quality 
control  materials  did  not  validate  the 
entire  analytic  process,  were  vastly 
different  fiom  me  specimen  matrix,  or 
had  to  be  supplied  by  the  laboratory  as 
previously  assayed  patient  samples.  A 
score  of  “2"  was  also  given  if 
proficiency  testing  materials  were  in  a 
format  other  than  that  of  the  clinical 
specimens.  An  example  of  this  situation 
would  be  the  use  of  photographic  slides 
for  cell  identification  whi^  requires  the 
analyst  to  interpret  cell  morphology  in 
an  environment  that  is  not  the  same  as 
the  actual  testing  environment. 

A  ecore  of  "S’^was  given  if  materials 
were  so  labile  that  control  or  proficiency 
testing  materials  had  no  potential  of 
being  made  available  or  could  not 
duplicate  any  part  of  the  sample  matrix. 
'This  score  was  usually  given  to  tests 
that  could  not  be  controlled  by 
measuring  analytical  specimens  but 
relied  on  good  laboratory  practice  alone 
to  ensure  quality  results.  An  example  of 
the  above  would  be  bleeding  time  tests. 

Troubleshooting  and  Maintenance 

This  criterion  referred  to  the  extent  or 
the  difficulty  of  the  troubleshooting  and 
maintenance  procedures  required  for 
proper  operation  of  equipment  or 
instruments.  Procedural 
troubleshooting,  in  which  the  analyst 
must  use  judgment  to  determine  the 
cause  of  an  incorrect  or  incomplete  test 
result,  was  included  under 
"Interpretation  and  Judgment." 

A  score  of  "1"  for  instrument 
troubleshooting  was  given  when  the 
troubleshooting  was  automatic  or  self- 
correcting  and  required  minimal 
judgment.  A  sccue  of  “1"  for 
maintenance  was  given  when 
equipment  maintenance  was  seldom 
needed  or  provided  by  the 
manufacturer. 

A  score  of  "2”  was  given  if 
troubleshooting  or  maintenance 
required  some  judgment,  technical  skill, 
decision-making,  or  intervention  by  the 
analyst.  Most  of  the  in.struments 
receiving  this  score  had  daily,  weekly, 
or  monthly  maintenance  that  was  fully 
described  by  the  manufecturer.  These 
types  of  instruments  often  also  required 
the  analyst  to  follow  a  flow  chart  to 
perform  troubleshooting  procedures. 
Many  of  the  instruments  given  a  score 
of  "2"  were  large  volume  or  multi¬ 
analyte  instruments  that  required  the 
analyst  to  interpret  "error”  messages  or 
follow  sequential  instructions  to  resolve 
problems. 

A  score  of  "3"  was  given  if 
troubleshooting  was  not  automatic  and 
required  a  high  level  of  decision-making 
and  extensive  direct  intervention  to 
resolve  problems.  A  score  of  "3”  was 
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given  if  instrument  maintenance 
required  special  knowledge,  skills,  or 
abilities.  Most  of  the  procedures 
receiving  this  high  score  did  not  have 
clearly  defined  troubleshooting  or 
maintenance  guides  outlined  by  the 
manufacturer. 

Interpretation  and  Judgpnent 

This  criterion  referred  to  the  level  of 
interpretive  or  judgment  decisions  that 
an  analyst  must  make  during  all  phases 
of  the  procedure  which  included 
preanalytic  and  postanalytic  decisions 
as  well  as  decisions  made  during  the 
analytic  process. 

A  score  of  "1”  was  given  if  the  analyst 
was  only  required  to  follow  simple 
directions  outlined  in  detail  by  the 
manufacturer  to  perform  the  test.  If  an 
instrument  was  part  of  the  procedure, 
all  results  and  interpretations  were 
automatically  perfonned  and  the 
instrument  gave  a  direct  read-out  of 
results. 

A  score  of  “2”  was  given  if  the  analyst 
was  required  to  make  some 
interpretation  and  judgment  before 
releasing  results  such  as  checking  for 
logical  consistency  with  other  analytes 
or  making  limited  judgment  decisions 
on  the  causes  of  incorrect  results. 

A  score  of  “3”  was  given  if  judgment 
or  interpretation  was  required 
throughout  the  testing  process  or  if  the 
resolution  of  problems  required 
extensive  interpretation  or  judgment. 
Some  examples  of  procedures  that 
would  receive  a  higher  score  would  be 
those  that  required  judgment  to 
determine  the  acceptability  of  some 
phase  of  the  analytic  process  before 
proceeding  to  a  final  analysis  or  those 
that  required  an  analyst  to  interpret 
assay  data  in  light  of  other  parameters, 
such  as  gestational  status,  tefore 
reporting  a  final  result. 

Another  section  of  the  general 
guidelines  for  assigning  scores  was  a 
process  for  verifying  that  scores  were 
logical  and  consistent.  During  the 
scoring  process  and  throughout  the 
review  process,  scores  for  six  of  the 
seven  criteria  were  continually 
evaluated  against  each  other.  (One  of  the 
seven  criteria,  ’’Calibration,  Quality 
Control  and  Proficiency  Testing 
Materials”,  was  not  part  of  this 
verification  process  because  the  score 
for  this  criterion  was  a  ’’stand  alone” 
score.  Since  this  criterion  referred  only 
to  the  availability  or  stability  of 
materials,  the  score  was  specific  for  an 
analyte  or  a  method.  Therefore,  a  high 
or  low  score  assigned  to  this  criterion 
did  not  affect  the  scores  assigned  to  any 
other  criteria.)  Three  of  the  six  criteria, 
’’Knowledge”,  ’’Training  and 
Ex{)erience”,  and  ’’Interpretation  and 


Judgment”,  referred  to  the  skills  or 
background  that  an  analyst  must  possess 
to  perform  the  test.  The  remaining  three 
criteria,  ’’Reagents  and  Materials 
Preparation”,  ’’Characteristics  of 
Operational  Steps”,  and 
"Troubleshooting  and  Maintenance”, 
referred  to  specific  attributes  of  a  test 
procedure  that  are  present  regardless  of 
the  skills  or  background  of  the  analyst. 

A  high  score  in  one  of  the  criteria 
relating  to  test  attributes  would  usually 
necessitate  a  high  score  in  one  of  the 
criteria  related  to  the  analyst  since  the 
analyst  usually  needed  high  level  skills 
to  perform  complex  procediu^.  In  fact, 
a  high  score  within  any  criterion  that 
could  not  be  justified  by  a 
corresponding  high  score  in  one  or  more 
related  criteria  was  flagged  as 
inconsistent  and  the  scoring  was 
returned  for  further  review  and 
evaluation. 

Publication  of  Partial  Lists  of  Tests  by 
Complexity 

While  the  process  of  test 
categorization  was  occurring,  the  Public 
Health  Service  (PHS)  published  four 
partial  lists  of  test  categorizations.  These 
partial  lists  were  released  to  the  public 
with  an  open  comment  period  included 
so  that  PHS  could  receive  comments  on 
the  published  categorizations  before 
they  became  final.  This  process  of 
publication  with  comment  enabled  PHS 
to  have  public  involvement  in  the 
completion  of  the  list  to  help  ensure 
that  it  would  be  as  accurate  and 
complete  as  po^ible. 

List  of  Waived  Tests 

During  the  test  categorization  process, 
PHS  received  requests  firom  a  number  of 
sources  to  publish  a  list  of  waived  tests 
by  manufacturers.  A  list  of  waived  tests 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  August  28, 1992  (57  FR  39211).  That 
list,  with  some  additions,  is  republished 
in  this  Notice.  It  is  important  to  note 
that,  although  extensive  efforts  were 
made  to  include  all  products  that  meet 
the  criteria  for  waiver,  the  list  should 
not  be  considered  inclusive. 

Release  of  Final  Scores 

Many  requests  were  received  to 
release  the  final  scores  assigned  to  the 
categorized  test  systems,  assays,  and 
examinations.  Scores  for  specific  test 
systems  and  analytes  may  be  requested 
by  writing  to  Dr.  John  Ridderhof,  Public 
Health  Service,  1600  Clifton  Road  N.E. 
(Mail  Stop  MLR5),  Atlanta.  GA  30333. 

Future  Requests  for  Recategorizations 
or  Waiver 

Following  publication  of  this 
comprehensive  list,  the  Public  Health 


Service  will  consider,  once  in  any  12 
month  period,  a  request  for 
recategorization  that  is  based  on  new 
information  as  provided  under  42  CFR 
493.17(c)(3).  Manufacturers  seeking 
recategorization  of  an  instrument.  Ut.  or 
test  system  should  direct  their  request  to 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
(FDA).  FDA  will  announce  in  the 
Federal  Register  the  date  that  it  will 
begin  accepting  recategorization 
requests.  Requests  for  recategorization 
of  tests  not  subject  to  FDA  approval  or 
methods  developed  in  house  should  be 
sent  to  the  Centers  for  Disease  Control 
and  Prevention  (CDC).  The  requests  will 
be  reviewed  and  the  requester  will  be 
notified  of  the  decision  in  writing,  by 
FDA  or  CDC  as  appropriate. 

With  respect  to  requests  for  waiver, 
manufacturers  seeking  waiver  of 
instruments,  kits,  or  test  systems  should 
direct  their  request  to  FDA.  Requests  for 
a  waiver  of  tests  not  subject  to  FDA 
approval  should  be  sent  to  CDC  FDA 
and  CDC  will  review  all  such  requests 
based  on  the  criteria  for  waiver  in  42 
CFR  493.15(b)  and  will  consult  with 
each  other  before  making  a  decision. 
Proposed  additions  or  deletions  to  the 
list  of  waived  procedures,  as  published 
in  42  CFR  493.15(c),  will  also  be 
referred  to  the  Clinical  Laboratory 
Improvement  Advisory  Committee 
(CLIAC)  for  its  review  and 
recommendations.  All  requests  for 
waiver  will  receive  a  written  response 
that  addresses  the  decision  of  all 
reviewing  agencies. 

A  notice,  with  a  30  day  public 
comment  period,  containing  the 
resolution  of  all  recategorization  and 
waiver  requests,  granted  or  denied,  will 
be  periodically  published  in  the  Federal 
Renter. 

Responses  to  Comments  on  the  Four 
Partial  Lists 

The  comments  from  the  435  test 
categorization  comment  letters  and  the 
department’s  responses  to  them  are 
presented  in  the  following  sections.  The 
comments  are  grouped  by  subject  matter 
within  two  main  areas:  a  category  of 
general  comments  for  those  that  crossed 
disciplines,  and  a  category  that  includes 
clinical  laboratory  specialty  areas  for 
comments  specific  to  a  discipline  of 
laboratory  practice. 

General  Comments 

The  comments  addressed  in  this 
Notice  are  only  those  that  were  relevant 
to  the  four  partial  lists  of  tests  as 
published  in  the  Notices  described 
earlier. 

Many  manufacturers  and  consumers 
of  products  sent  comments  requesting 
that  specific  products  be  recategorized. 
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In  all  instances,  the  scores  assigned  to 
these  products  during  the  categorization 
process  were  reevaluated.  If  there  was  a 
rhanffl  in  scores  that  resulted  in  a 
recategorization,  the  recategorization, 
along  with  the  rationale  for  the  change, 
is  pi^lished  as  part  of  this  Notice.  If  a 
pr^uct  was  determined  to  be 
categorized  correctly,  it  has  been 
included  on  this  compilation  list  with 
no  change  to  its  original  published 
complexity  and  a  response  to  the 
comment  explaining  the  rationale  for 
not  changing  the  categorization  is 
included  in  this  Notice.  Other  nmre 
specific  general  comments  are  as 
follows: 

Comment;  Many  commenters 
criticized  the  fact  that  *^Tisk  of  harm” 
was  not  one  of  the  explicit  criteria  used 
to  grade  a  test  for  complexity.  A  few 
commenters  felt  that  tne  usefulness  of 
the  test  or  the  performance 
characteristics  of  the  test  ^ould  also  be 
considered  whmi  grading  for 
complexity. 

Response:  Following  a  notice  and 
comment  period,  the  complexity  model 
described  in  the  May  21, 1990  I^RM 
was  reevaluated.  It  was  concluded  that 
the  overall  categorization  process 
described  in  the  NPRM,  including 
application  of  the  "rid:  of  harm” 
criterion,  was  flawed  because  it  was  too 
subjective  and  it  focused  on  the 
substance  being  measured  (analyte) 
rather  than  the  methodology  for 
measurement  A  revised  categorization 
process  was  published  in  the  February 
28, 1992  Fin^  Rule.  The  Final  Rule 
established  an  objective  scoring  system 
to  place  tests  into  either  the  “moderate 
complexity”  or  **high  complexity” 
calory. 

The  commenters  to  the  Final  Rule  are 
incorrect  in  their  criticism  that  the 
categorization  scheme  does  not  take 
likelihood  of  an  erroneous  result  into 
accoimt  whan  distinguishing  between 
moderate  and  high  complexity  tests.  As 
explained  in  the  preamble  to  the  Final 
Rule,  the  scoring  system  measures  test 
complexity  by  weighing  seven  factors: 
knowledge  needed  to  perform  the  test, 
training  and  experience  required, 
complexity  of  reagent  and  materials 
preparation,  characteristics  of 
operational  steps,  availability  of 
calibration,  quality  control,  and 
proficiency  testing  materials, 
troubleshooting  and  equipment 
maintenance,  degree  of 
interpretation  and  judgement.  In 
addition,  the  new  mo<tel  scores  each  test 
system,  assay,  and  examination 
individually  for  each  criteria.  This 
scoring  system  ocmtrasts  with  the 
scheme  set  foaih  in  the  NPRM  which 
placed  analytes  sudi  as  "red  blood  €»11 


counts”  into  categories  urithout 
distinguishing  between  the  many 
diffwent  systems  that  can  be  us^  to 
perform  such  tests.  Although 
“likelihood  of  erroneous  FMult”  is  not 
one  of  the  specific  criteria  fsnsido'ed. 
the  scoring  system,  by  measuring  test 
complexity,  implicitly  distingui^es 
between  tests  b^d  on  risk  of  error 
because  the  more  complex  a  test  is.  the 
more  likely  it  is  that  t^  test  will 
produce  an  erroneous  result  Thus, 
under  the  current  scheme,  the  most 
complex  tests  fall  into  the  “high 
complexity”  category.  Laboratories 
performing  these  tests  must  meet  the 
most  stringent  personnel  requirements. 
Tests  that  are  less  complex  ^  into  the 
“moderate  complexity”  category. 
Laboratorians  t^t  perform  moderate 
complexity  tests  need  only  meet 
intermediate  persoimel  requirements. 

As  noted  in  the  preamble  to  the 
February  28, 1992  Final  Rule,  "risk  of 
harm  to  the  patient  if  a  test  is  performed 
incorrectly”  was  also  deleted  as  an 
explicit  criterion  for  catogorizing  non- 
waived  tests.  This  factor  was  dropped, 
in  part,  in  response  to  oonunents  to  the 
NPRM  complaining  that  the  “risk  of 
harm”  standard  rendered  the 
categorization  process  too  subjective. 

It  IS  agreed  tnat  the  “risk  of  narm” 
standard  is  unworkable  because  the 
consequences  to  the  patient  of  an 
erroneous  test  result  will  very 
tremendously  depending  on  such 
factors  as  the  patient's  medical 
condition,  the  purpose  for  which  a  test 
is  being  conducted,  and  the  treatment 
prescribed  by  a  physician  due  to  the  test 
result.  For  example,  the  harm  to  the 

{>atient  caused  by  an  erroneous 
ymphocyte  coimt  will  vary  depending 
on  the  actual  medical  condition  of  the 
patient.  If  a  serious  medical  condition 
such  as  leukemia  goes  uiuietected  fw  a 
long  period  of  time  due  to  the  erroneous 
result,  then  the  harm  to  the  patient  may 
be  quite  serious.  If  however,  the  patient 
has  a  viral  upper  respiratory  infs^on, 
a  disease  for  which  there  is  very  little 
treatment,  the  consequences  to  the 
patient  will  be  far  less  serious.  The  risk 
of  harm  will  also  vary  depending  on 
how  a  physician  reacts  to  an  erroneous 
test  result.  If  an  inaccurate  test  report 
leads  a  physician  to  tmler  additional 
tests,  then  the  patient  will  suffer  no 
tangible  harm.  Incorrect  test  results  that 
lead  a  physician  to  prescribe  more 
intensive  treatments,  however,  may 
have  more  serious  consequences  for  the 
patient. 

Thus,  in  order  for  the  categorization 
process  to  truly  reflect  the  risk  of  harm 
to  the  patient  if  a  test  is  performed 
incorrectly,  each  test  wc^d  have  to  be 
separately  categorized  based  on  why  the 


test  was  being  prescribed,  the  type  of 
condition  that  was  being  tested,  and  the 
condition  of  the  patient.  Adding  this 
layer  of  complexity  to  what  was  already 
an  intricate  system  would  have  been  an 
impossible  t^.  Even  if  a  classificatitm 
scheme  incorporating  risk  of  harm  could 
have  been  developed,  the  application  of 
that  scheme  would  have  been 
unworkable.  Under  such  a  scheme, 
clinicians  and  labcHratory  directors 
would  required  to  ascertain  the  context 
of  each  tests  before  determining  whidi 
laboratory  personnel  could  perfcum  it. 
Introducing  this  type  of  subjectivity  into 
the  process  would  frustrate  our  goal  of 
developing  manageable  regulations  that 
would  contribute  to  improved 

{>erformance  of  the  nations’s  clinical 
abOTatmies. 

Consequently,  in  accordance  with  42 
U.S.C.  263a  (f)  (1)  (C),  the  Secretary  has 
determined  that  it  would  not  be 
“appropriate”  to  consider  the  risk  of 
harm  to  the  patient  when  categorizing 
tests  for  the  purpose  of  establishing 
personnel  qualifications.  As  discussed 
above,  the  Secretary  determined  that  the 
risk  of  harm  criterion  as  applied  in  the 
NPRM  was  unworkable  and 
fundamentally  flawed  because  it  did  not 
take  into  account  the  context  in  which 
tests  were  to  be  performed.  Indeed,  the 
Secretary  concluded  that  due  to  the 
wide  variety  of  contexts  in  which  tests 
are  conducted,  consideraticm  of  “risk  of 
harm”  would  be  virtually  impossible. 
Moreover,  the  Secretary  realized  that 
even  if  a  list  based  on  harm  to  the 
patient  could  have  been  created,  it 
would  have  been  unmanageable  and 
very  difficult  for  the  regulated 
laboratories  to  apply  in  everyday 
practice. 

The  analytical  performance 
characteristics  of  a  test  sudi  as  its 
inherent  inaccuracy  or  imprecision, 
although  important,  are  not  directly 
related  to  the  difficulty  of  performing 
the  test  and  therefore  were  not  part  of 
the  criteria  for  grading  tests  by 
comple^dty. 

Comment:  Many  commenters  were 
critical  of  the  scoring  system.  Some  felt 
that  the  preanalytic  and  postanalytic 
components  of  a  test  had  been  ignored. 
Others  felt  the  system  was  flawed 
because  it  was  based  on  a  horizontal 
summation  instead  of  a  weighted 
summation.  These  commenters  felt  a 
high  score  in  one  criteria  should 
automatically  make  a  procedure  high 
complexity. 

Response:  We  agree  with  the 
commenters  that  this  is  a  critical  issue 
and  regret  that  it  was  not  clearly 
understood  that  these  factors  were 
considered  \mder  the  CDC  grading 
system.  Preanalytic  factors  sudi  as 
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knowledge  of  specimen  collection, 
transportation,  and  handling  were 
evaluated  under  the  criterion 
“Knowledge.”  Other  preanalytic  factors 
such  as  proper  specimen  preparation  or 
manipulation  prior  to  testing  were 
evaluated  under  the  criteria  “Training/ 
Experience”  and  “Characteristics  of 
Operational  Steps.”  Postanalytic  factors 
such  as  performing  calculations, 
interpreting  results  in  the  context  of  the 
patient  information,  discerning 
agglutinaticm  patterns,  and  recognizing 
technical  problems  within  the 
procedure  were  evaluated  under  the 
criterion  “Interpretation  and  Judgment.” 
Thus,  four  of  tlm  seven  criteria  used  to 
categorize  a  test  included  critical  pre 
and  postanalytic  factors.  Additionally, 
the  process  of  verifying  consistency  in 
scoring  by  evaluating  test  characteristics 
for  one  criterion  against  test 
characteristics  for  related  criteria  gave 
consideration  to  high  scores  with^t  the 
necessity  of  weighting  the  scoring 
process.  No  test  system,  assay,  or 
examination  whi^  was  assigned  a  score 
of  “3”  for  any  criterion,  other  than  "the 
availability  of  QC  and  PT  materials,” 
received  a  total  seem  low  enough  to 
place  it  in  the  moderate  complexity 
category. 

Comment:  Some  commenters  rescored 
test  systems,  assays,  and  examinations 
using  the  seven  criteria  and  received  a 
much  lower  score  by  assigning  a  score 
of  “0”  to  one  or  more  criteria. 

Response:  As  stated  previously,  the 
scores  assigned  were  either  1, 2,  or  3.  A 
score  of  ”0”  was  not  a  choice.  In 
practice,  this  means  that  the  lowest 
possible  score  a  test  system,  assay,  or 
examination  could  receive  is  "7”. 

Comment:  A  few  commenters 
requested  that  all  reagents  designed  for 
use  on  specific  automated  instruments 
be  identified  and  graded  for  complexity. 

Response:  Only  complete  test 
systems,  assays,  or  examinations  were 
graded  for  complexity.  Complete  test 
systems,  assays,  or  examinations 
include  reagents,  instruments,  and  all 
other  components  critical  to  the 
performance  of  the  test.  Reagents  alone 
do  not  constitute  a  complete  test  system. 
If  one  manufacturer’s  reagents  were 
cleared  by  the  FDA  to  be  used  on 
another  manufacturer’s  instrument,  the 
assumption  was  made  that  the 
complexity  of  the  test  assay,  as  defined 
by  the  analyte  and  the  instniment, 
would  not  change. 

Comment:  A  faw  manufacturers 
requested  product  name  changes  m 
deletions  of  instniments  and/or  kits 
because  of  company  acquisitions,  new 
contracts  or  pn^ucts  being  removed 
from  the  ma^et. 


Response:  Existing  instruments  and/ 
or  products  that  have  been  acquired  by 
another  company  and  have  undergone  a 
name  change,  will  not  be  deleted  horn 
the  test  categorization  database.  The 
acquired  instruments  or  products  will 
be  added  to  the  database  as  separate 
entries  and  scored  for  complexity  under 
the  new  company’s  tradename. 

Likewise,  instruments  and/or  products 
that  are  no  longer  available  will  not  be 
deleted  from  the  database.  Such 
instniments  or  products  may  still  be  in 
use.  The  process  of  retaining  historical 
listings  for  test  systems  and  analytes  in 
the  database  ensures  that  products  will 
be  categorized  under  ell  possible 
recognized  names. 

Comment:  One  commenter  stated  that 
categorizing  certain  instruments/readers 
for  urine  qualitative  dipetick  and 
erythrocyte  sediment  rate  (ESR)  as 
either  moderate  or  high  while  the 
manual  method  for  ESR  and  urine 
qualitative  dipstick  chemistries  was 
waived,  was  not  Ic^icaL  The  commenter 
also  stated  that  this  classification  would 
discourage  the  purchase  of  instruments 
and  impede  the  developmmit  of  new 
automated  methods. 

Response:  Adding  an  instrument  to  a 
procedure  for  any  a^yte  changes  the 
test  procedure  and  can  either  increase  or 
decrease  its  complexity.  Since 
automated  procedures  for  these  analytes 
were  not  included  in  the  list  of  waived 
tests,  these  automated  methods  were 
categorized  as  modmate  or  high 
complexity  using  the  seven  criteria  for 
categorization  of  test  systems. 

Comment:  Commenters  asked  for 
clarification  of  the  complexity  of 
analytes  not  listed  in  the  Federal 
Register  that  are  parameters  of  other 
analytes  that  are  listed.  For  example,  the 
reportable  parameters  in  Blood  Gases 
with  pH  such  as  pC02  and  p02  are  not 
listed  as  separate  analytes.  Does  this 
make  these  im  listed  parameters  high 
complexity  by  default? 

Response:  Unlisted  pfirameters  which 
are  part  of  a  listed  analyte  are  not  hi^ 
complexity  by  default.  As  addressed  in 
the  second  partial  test  list  published  on 
July  8, 1992,  Blood  Gas  with  pH  is 
considered  one  analyte.  Specific 
components  of  blood  gas  analyses,  such 
as  pC02  and  p02  are  not  considered 
"stand  alone”  analytes  but  rather 
parameters  of  the  analyte,  "blood  gas 
with  pH.”  Other  analytes  that  are 
composites  of  unlisted  parameters  are 
Carlmxyhemoglobin  and 
Oxyhemoglobin/OxygMi  Satiiration 
which  bo&  depend  on  the  measurement 
of  methmioglobin  and  hemoglobin  to 
arrive  at  a  final  result.  Methemoglobin 
and  hemoglobin  will  not  be  list^  as 
separate  analytes  for  instnimmts  or 


assays  that  measure  caiboxyhemoglobin 
or  oxyhemoglobin.  Likewise,  the 
calculated  hematologic  parameters. 

MCV,  MCHC  and  will  not  be  listed 
as  "stand  alone”  analytes. 

Comment:  A  numbw  of  commenters 
thought  that  the  process  of  test 
categorization  would  determine  if  a 
proc^ure  should  be  waived.  Numerous 
requests  were  submitted  for  specific 
pr^ucts  to  be  waived.  Most  of  the 
requesters  felt  the  specific  products 
mentioned  were  simple  procedures  that 
met  the  criteria  for  a  waived  test.  The 
following  is  a  list  of  the  test  systems, 
assays,  and  examinations  that 
commenters  requested  to  be  waived: 

All  color  change  urine  and  serum  pregnancy 
tests  that  use  monoclonal  antibc^ies 
All  procedures  for  Total  Immunoglobulins 
IgE 

All  procedures  for  Allergen  Specific  IgE 
Urine  microscopic  examination 
KOH  Preparatk^ 

Pinwonn  preparations 
Trichomonas  preparations — vaginal  wet 
mounts 

Wet  preps  for  bacteria,  fungi,  or  parasites 
Simple,  direct  microscopic  examinations  of 
urine,  or  vaginal  secretions  done  by 
physician  in  office 

Simple  microscopic  tests  done  by  physician 
in  office  which  include  vaginal  saline  wet 
mount,  post  coital  tests  for  sperm  count 
and  inspection  of  mucous,  and  exam  of 
urinary  sediment 
Tzanck  smears 
Darkfield  examination 
Gram  stain 

CLOtest  for  Helicobacter  pylori 
Fungal  cultures 
Activated  clotting  time 
HemoCua  for  hemoglobin 
HemoCue  for  glucose 
Biosite  Triage  Panel  of  Drugs  of  Abuse 
Syntax  Acculevel  screen  for  therapeutic 
drugs 

Cholestech  L.D.X.  for  HDL  and  total 
cholesterol 

ChemTrak  Accumeter  for  total  cholesterol 
Coming  Biotrack  512 
Du  Pont  Coumatrak 

Response:  'The  process  of  grading  for 
complexity  by  the  seven  criteria,  as 
mentioned  previously,  was  not  the 
process  used  to  determine  procedures  to 
be  waived.  The  test  categorization 
process  determined  whether  non- 
waived  procedures  should  be  classified 
as  moderate  or  high  complexity.  The 
rationale  for  waiving  or  not  waiving  the 
specific  systems  that  commenters 
requested  for  waiver  is  presented  below 
for  each  test  system: 

All  Color  Change  Urine  and  Serum 
Pregnancy  Tests  That  Use  Monoclonal 
Antibodies 

'The  list  of  waived  procedures  as 
described  in  42  CFR  493.15  specifically 
states  that  the  pregnancy  tests  that  meet 
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the  criteria  for  waiver  are  color 
comparison  tests  performed  on  urine. 
Many  color  change  pregnancy  tests 
designed  for  urine  testing  have  been 
cleared  by  the  FDA  for  home  use. 
Although  many  of  the  urine  color 
change  pregnancy  tests  can  also  be 
performed  on  serum,  no  serum 
pregnancy  test  has  been  waived  nor  has 
the  FDA  cleared  any  of  tliese  tests  for 
home  use. 

All  Procedures  for  Allergen  Specific  and 
Total  IgE 

There  are  many  different  types  of  test 
procedures  for  allergen  specific  and 
total  IgE  and  these  procedures  include 
both  moderate  and  high  complexity 
tests.  An  example  of  a  moderate 
complexity  test  would  be  a  "test  strip" 
procedure  that  has  strict  timing  and/or 
temperature  control  requirements  and 
requires  some  interpretive  skill  to 
discern  a  positive  or  negative  result  or 
to  identify  procedural  errors.  A  more 
complex  procedure  would  be  one 
containing  non-automated 
spectrophotometric  measurement, 
critical  timing,  or  extensive  washing  of 
the  solid  phase  matrix  which  would 
require  a  significant  amount  of  operator 
intervention.  All  of  these  procedures 
require  some  level  of  judgment  and 
interpretation  on  the  part  of  the  analyst 
to  arrive  at  a  final  result.  None  of  the 
tests  for  allergen  specific  or  total  IgE 
meet  the  criteria  for  waiver. 

Physician  Performed  Microscopy 

These  tests  do  not  meet  the  criteria  for 
waiver  and,  for  the  most  part,  are 
categorized  as  moderate  complexity. 

The  tests  mentioned  in  comment  letters 
were  all  microscopic  evaluation 
procedures  that  require  a  high  level  of 
interpretive  skills.  For  example,  the 
KOH  preparation  requires  skill  to 
identify  specific  cellular/fungal 
elements  in  clinical  specimens  and  to 
distinguish  them  firom  debris  and  other 
artifacts.  This  procedure  also  requires 
training  in  the  proper  manipulation  of 
the  microscope.  All  of  these 
characteristics  were  considered  in 
categorizing  these  procedures  as  tests  of 
moderate  complexity.  We  do  not  feel 
that  these  tests  fit  the  criteria  for  waived 
tests.  However,  a  new  subcategory  of 
testing  called  "Physician-Performed 
Microscopy"  has  been  established  as 
described  in  HSQ-202-FC  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19, 1993  (58  FR  5215). 
Physicians  performing  the  specific  tests 
included  in  this  subcategory  are  not 
subject  to  routine  inspections.  The 
following  tests  are  included  in  the 
subcategory,  "Physician  Performed 
Microscopy": 


KOH  preparations 

Pinwonn  preparations 

Urine  sediment  examinations 

Wet  mounts  of  vaginal,  cervical  or  skin 

specimens 

Po^-coital  qualitative  exams  of  vaginal  or 

cervical  mucous 
Fern  test 

Note:  At  the  May  1993  CUAC  meeting,  a 
request  was  made  that  stained  nasal  smears 
for  the  presence  of  granulocytes  be  added  to 
the  list  of  tests  in  this  category.  Following  the 
committee’s  recommendation,  CDC  is 
evaluating  this  test  for  possible  inclusion  in 
the  physician-performed  microscopy 
category. 

Tzanck  Test 

The  Tzanck  test  is  used  for  a 
preliminary  diagnosis  of  Herpes  zoster, 
simplex  or  varicella.  A  smear  is  made 
from  cellular  material  taken  fiom  the 
base  of  a  vesicular  eruption,  and  the 
smear  is  stained  with  Writ’s  or 
Giemsa  stain.  Experience  in  the  use  of 
the  light  microscopie  is  required  to 
perform  the  test.  The  analyst  must  have 
knowledge  of  normal  epithelial  cells 
and  the  changes  that  occur  in  these  cells 
when  they  are  infiltrated  by  an 
infectious  agent.  Interpretive  skill  is 
required  to  identify  the  large  nucleated 
cells  that  are  indicative  of  this  type  of 
infection.  Judgment  is  required  to 
determine  if  confirmatory  testing  is 
required.  This  test  does  not  meet  the 
criteria  for  waiver  nor  does  it  meet  the 
criteria  for  the  subcategory  "Physician- 
Performed  Microscopy." 

Darkfield  Examination 

The  darkfield  examination  is  used 
primarily  for  the  detection  of 
Treponema  pallidum.  The  analyst  must 
have  training  and  experience  in  the  use 
of  the  darkfield  microscope  and  in  the 
proper  collection  and  handling  of  the 
sample.  Judgment  is  required  to  detect 
the  presence  of  the  organism  and 
distinguish  it  firom  tissue  debris. 
Interpretive  skill  is  required  to 
recognize  the  characteristic  motility 
pattern  of  Treponema  pallidum.  The 
darkfield  examination  does  not  meet  the 
criteria  for  waiver. 

Gram  Stain 

The  analyst  must  be  trained  in  the  use 
of  the  light  microscope  and  the  gram 
stain  te^nique.  Correct  timing  of  stains 
and  recognition  of  under/over 
decolorization  is  important.  The  analyst 
must  have  a  basic  knowledge  of 
leukocytes  and  intracellular  gram 
negative  diplococci  for  the  examination 
of  endocervical  and  urogenital 
specimens.  For  all  other  sources,  the 
analyst  must  have  a  comprehensive 
knowledge  of  all  possible  organisms  that 
could  contribute  to  the  inflammatory 


state  and  any  normal  flora  or  cellular 
material  that  might  be  present  in  the 
specimen.  Extensive  training  is  required 
for  the  analyst  to  recognize  and 
enumerate  the  type  of  cellular  material 
and  identify  the  microscopic 
characteristics  of  normal  flora  and 
pathogenic  bacteria  for  each  site/source. 
The  gram  stain  does  not  meet  the 
criteria  for  waiver. 

CLOtest  by  Delta  West 

The  (XOtest  is  performed  on  a  tissue 
sample  removed  during  endoscopy  for 
the  purpose  of  identifying  the  presence 
of  Helicobacter  pylori.  Prior  to  testing, 
the  analyst  must  examine  the  testing 
wells  for  any  color  change  that  would 
indicate  possible  reagent  deterioration 
and  use  professional  judgment  to 
determine  whether  or  not  the  wells  are 
acceptable  for  use.  The  gel  in  the  testing 
wells  must  be  warmed  prior  to  use. 
Judgment  and  interpretation  are 
required  to  recognize  a  color  change  in 
the  gel  that  is  specific  for  the  organism 
and  to  interpret  results  in  required  time 
fi^mes.  The  analyst  must  be  able  to 
recognize  a  false  positive  color  change 
caused  by  other  organisms.  The  CLOtest 
does  not  meet  the  criteria  for  waiver. 

Fungal  Cultures 

Fimgal  cultures  require  that  the 
analyst  be  trained  to  properly  collect 
and  transport  specimens,  and  to  select 
the  appropriate  media  for  optimal 
growth  of  the  suspected  yeast  or  mold. 
Training  and  experience  are  also 
necessary  to  perform  microscopic 
evaluations  and  conduct  the  appropriate 
biochemical  analyses.  Extensive 
knowledge,  experience,  and 
interpretation  are  required  to  identify 
and  select  fungi  for  subculture,  to 
correctly  interpret  biochemical  testing 
results  and  to  provide  final 
identification  of  the  isolated  fungi. 
Fungal  cultures  do  not  meet  the  criteria 
for  waiver. 

Activated  Clotting  Time 

Results  of  the  Activated  Clotting  Time 
are  very  technique  dependent.  Careful 
technique  is  required  to  properly  collect 
and  handle  blood  samples  and  avoid 
contamination  with  tissue  fluid  or  other 
extraneous  clotting  factors.  In  most 
procedures,  thorough  and  careful 
mixing  of  blood  and  reagent  is  essential. 
A  few  others  require  vigorous 
resuspension  of  activator  prior  to 
addition  of  the  sample.  Some 
procedures  require  precise  timing.  To 
optimize  precision,  all  technique 
variables  should  be  held  constant  from 
test  to  test.  Although  many  instruments 
give  a  direct  readout,  the  analyst  is 
usually  advised  to  visually  verify  the 
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instrument’s  result  by  inspecting  the 
clot  for  the  presence  of  an  incomplete 
clot  or  other  indications  of  the  need  for 
repeat  or  additional  testing.  The  analyst 
must  also  be  able  to  recognize  an 
instrument  malfuncticm  such  as  a 
variation  in  temperature.  Tests  few 
activated  clotting  time  do  not  meet  the 
criteria  for  waiver. 

Hemocue  for  Glucose:  This  procedure 
for  glucose  has  not  bem  clear^  for 
home  use  and  therefore  is  not  waived. 

Hemocue  for  Henwglobin:  In 
accordance  with  the  recommoidaticHi  of 
CLIAC,  a  new  waived  categmy, 
“Hemoglobin  by  single  analyte 
instruments  with  self-contained  or 
component  features  to  perform 
specimen/reagent  interaction,  {woviding 
direct  measurement  and  readout”,  was 
published  in  HSQ-202-FC  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  January  19. 1993 
(58  FR  5215).  The  HemoCxie  for 
hemoglobin  fits  this  new  category  and 
has  b^n  added  to  the  list  of  waived 
procedures  as  reflected  in  this 
compilatiem. 

Biosite  Triage  Panel  of  Drugs  of  Abuse 

This  test  is  a  visual  immunoassay  test 
performed  on  urine.  Training  is  required 
to  perform  all  steps  in  the  procedure. 

The  test  requires  the  addition  of  an 
exact  amount  (140  ul)  of  specimen  to 
the  reaction  cup.  incubation  of  the 
reaction  for  a  specific  timed  interval, 
manual  quantitative  transfer  of  the 
reaction  mixture  to  a  detection  area 
followed  by  a  second  timed  reaction 
interval.  The  final  phase  in  the 
procedure  includes  addition  of  a  wash 
solution  that  must  react  for  a  specific 
period  of  time  but  that  time  must  not  be 
allowed  to  exceed  the  10  minute  limit 
for  reading  of  results.  Judgment  is 
required  to  interpret  positive  results  and 
compare  them  with  a  “test  valid/test 
invalid”  bar.  Factors  such  as  technical 
or  procedural  errors,  as  well  as 
additional  substances  in  the  urine 
sample,  may  interfne  with  the  test  and 
cause  erroneous  results.  This  test  does 
not  meet  the  criteria  for  waiver. 

Syntex  Acculevel  Screen  for 
Therapeutic  Drugs 

This  test  is  a  quantitative 
immunochromatographic  test  which  is 
performed  on  whole  blood.  Training  is 
required  to  collect  an  exact  12ul  volume 
of  specimen  for  analysis  and  to 
quantitatively  add  the  sample  to 
reagents.  After  a  timed  (15-20  min.) 
interval,  the  test  cassette  must  be  moved 
from  the  first  reagent  tube  to  a  second 
reagent  tube.  After  a  second  timed 
incubation,  the  test  cassette  is  removed 
from  the  second  reagent  and  must  be 
read  within  1  minute.  The  height  of  the 


chromatographic  color  bar  oo  the  test 
cassette  must  be  compared  to  a  result 
table,  which  is  lot  specific  for  the  kit. 
and  converted  to  u^ml  or  umol/L. 
Judgment  is  requir^  to  recognize  the 
endpoint  when  color  change  is  complete 
and  to  correctly  convert  the  color 
comparison  ch^  to  a  quantitative 
result.  This  procedure  does  not  meet  the 
criteria  for  waiver. 

Cholestech  LUX.  for  HDL  and  Total 
Cholesterol 

The  Cholestedi  L.D.X.  measures  HER., 
total  cholesterol  and  triglycerides  on 
whole  blood,  plasma  or  serum.  The 
analyst  must  add  a  specific  quantitative 
amount  of  sample  to  the  sample  well. 

As  noted  by  the  manufacturer,  the 
procedure  includes  a  critical  time  limit 
for  the  addition  of  the  sample  to  the 
well.  Training  is  required  for  the  analyst 
to  correctly  interact  with  and  maintain 
the  instrument.  Interpretation  and 
judgment  are  requir^  to  evaluate 
patient  results  and  determine  the  need 
for  repeat  testing  or  possible  interfering 
substances.  The  manufacture  of  the 
Cholestech  LDX  has  recently 
submitted  new  information  on  this  test 
system.  The  request  for  waiver,  based  cm 
this  new  information,  is  ciurently  under 
review. 

ChemTrak  Accumeter  for  Total 
Cholesterol 

The  ChemTrak  Acxumeter  was 
recently  cleared  for  home  use  by  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Subsequent  to  the  FDA  clearance,  the 
manufacturer  petitioned  CLIAC  for 
waiver  status.  At  its  May  1993  meeting, 
CLIAC  reexunmended  that  this  system 
be  considered  for  waiver.  The 
ChemTrak  Accumeter  is  currently  being 
reevaluated  for  possible  inclusion  on 
the  list  of  waived  tests. 

Ciba  Corning  Biotrack  512/Du  Pont 
Coumatrak 

The  Ciba  Coming  Biotraede  512  and 
the  Du  Pont  Coumatrak  are  similar 
instruments  designed  to  measure 
Activated  Partial  Thromboplastin  Time 
(APTT)  and/or  Prothrombin  Time  (PT). 
An  essential  component  of  these 
systems  is  a  test  cartridge  that  has 
specific  storage  requirements.  The 
analyst  must  be  trained  in  the  proper 
collection  of  a  blood  sample  fim  of 
tissue  fluid  which  is  essential  for 
accurate  test  results.  Training  is  also 
required  in  the  proper  placement  of  the 
blood  sample  on  the  test  cartridge,  the 
performance  of  procedural  steps,  the 
detection  of  procedural  errors  during 
analysis  and  the  proper  storage  of  the 
instrument  and  test  cartridges.  Judgment 
is  required  to  determine  the  ne^  for 


repeat  (»  more  emnpr^ensive  testing. 
These  test  systems  do  ntA  meet  the 
criteria  for  waiver. 

Specialty  Area  Comments 
Comments  on  Miaobiology  Tests 

Overiew  of  changes  made  to 
Microbiolo^:  During  the  open  comment 
period  for  the  list  of  test  systems,  assays, 
and  examinations  published  as  a  Notice 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  February  28, 
1992,  comments  were  received 
suggesting  that  certain  areas  of 
micn^iology  should  be  recategcmzed  as 
high  complexity.  Comments  specifically 
targeted  the  degree  of  interpretation  and 
judgment  required  to  identify  organisms 
grown  on  cmltiue  media.  In  response  to 
these  comments,  this  area  of 
microlNology  was  reevaluated  and 
revised  to  recognize  that  the  isolation, 
identification,  and  susceptibility 
determination  of  organisms  transferred 
horn  culture  media  constitute  a  total 
process  which  should  be  categorized  as 
a  single  test.  Identifications  and/or 
susceptibility  (hrterminations  of 
organisms  transferred  from  culture 
require  significant  knowledge,  training, 
and  interpretatiem  for  the  selection  and 
performance  of  the  individual  test 
components  which  may  include 
staining  for  microso^ic  evaluation, 
subculturing,  and  conducting 
miscellajg^ous  biochemical  analyses. 
Taking  these  factors  into  consideration 
when  scoring  procedures,  those 
microbiology  test  systems,  assays,  and 
examinations  involving  identification 
and/or  susceptibility  determinations  of 
organisms  transfer!^  from  culture 
media  have  scored  in  the  high 
complexity  category.  Conversely,  many 
mic^iology  test  systems,  assays,  and 
examinations  that  do  not  require  the 
transfer  of  organisms  (e.g.,  colony 
counts)  and  only  provide  preliminary 
results  have  been  categorized  as 
moderate  complexity.  We  have  also 
graded  for  complexity  those  test 
systems,  assays,  and  examinations  that, 
when  used  for  identification,  will,  in 
most  instances,  identify  an  organism 
without  additional  biochemical  and/or 
physiolomcal  tests. 

Most  0?  these  changes  were  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  Septembw  2. 
1992.  Subsequently,  it  was  decided  to 
request  input  on  this  issue  from  the 
Clinical  Laboratory  Improvement 
Advisory  Committee  (CLIAC). 
Consequently,  on  October  2. 1992,  the 
published  proposed  changes  in  the  area 
of  microbiology  were  rescinded  to  allow 
for  additional  consideration.  The 
CLIAC,  at  its  first  meeting  on  October  28 
and  29, 1992,  endorsed  the  changes 
proposed  in  this  area  of  microbiology. 
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All  the  microbiology  changes  that 
resulted  from  the  reevaluation  and  that 
were  proposed  to  CLIAC  and  approved 
by  them,  have  been  incorporated  in  this 
compilation  and  are  described  below. 

As  discussed  in  previous  pages,  the 
following  analyte/test  systems  entries 
published  on  February  28, 1992  as 
moderate  complexity  have  been 
recategorized  from  moderate  to  high 
complexity  when  rescored: 

Aerobic  &/or  Anaerobic  Organisms- 
Uniimited  Sources 

All  Manual  KB  Disc  Diffus  Antimicrobial 
Susceptibility  Tests 

Vitek  Systems  VITEK  (including  cultiue) 
Camp^obacter 

Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Campyslide  Test 
(including  culture) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-Campy  ()CL) 
(including  culture) 

Escherichia  Coli 

Bio-Medical  ANI  E.  coli  0157  Test  (including 
culture) 

Pro-Lab  Diagnostics  E.  coli  0157  Latex  Test 
(including  culture) 

Unipatb  E.  coli  0157  Latex  Kit  (including 
culture) 

Haemophilus  Influenzae,  Type  a,  c-f 
Karobio  Phadebact  Haemophilus  (including 
culture) 

Haemophilus  influenzae,  type  b 
Karobio  Phadebact  Haemophilus  (including 
culture)  a 

Neisseria  Gonorrhoeae 

Adams  Scientific  Identicult — Neisseria 
(including  culture) 

Kairobio  Phadebact  Monoclonal  Gonococcus 
(including  culture) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-GC  (including 
culture) 

New  Horizons  Gonogen  (including  culture) 
New  Horizons  Gonogen  U  (including  culture) 

Salmonella 

Bio-Medical.  ANI  Salmonella  Test  (Including 
Culhire) 

Staphylococcus 

Adams  Scientific  SeroStat  11  Staphylococcus 
(including  culture) 

Advanced  Medical  Technologies  Rapi-Staph 
(including  cultiue) 

Baxter  MiaoScan  StaphyLatex  (including 
culhire) 

Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Staphyloslide 
(including  culture) 

Bio-Medical  ANI  S.  aureus  Test  (including 
culture) 

Carr-Scarborough  Accu-Staph  (including 
culture) 

Difco  Bacto  Staph  Latex  Test  (including 
culture) 

Immuno-Mycologics  LA-Staph  (including 
culture) 

Innovative  Diagnostic  Systems  IDS 
Staphylochrome  (inc.  culture) 

Medical  Diagnostics  Technologies  Staph 
Latex  (including  culture) 

NCS  Staphslide  (including  culture) 


Regional  Media  Lab  Hemastaph  (including 
culture) 

Vitek  Systems  RAPIDEC  Staph  (including 
culture) 

Wellcome  Staphaurex  (including  culture) 
Streptococcus,  Group  A 
Abbott  TestPack  Strep  A  (including  culture) 
Adams  Scientific  Sei^tat  Streptococcus 
(including  culture) 

Antibodies  Inc.  Detect-A-Strep  (including 
culture) 

Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Strep  Grouping 
(including  culture) 

Diagnostic  Products  PathoDx  LA  Strep  Group 
(including  culture) 

Karobio  Phadebact  Streptococcus  (including 
culture) 

Kodak  SureCell  (Including  culture) 

Medical  Technology  Corp.  Optitec  Strep  A 
(including  culture) 

Medix  Biotech  Sure-Strep  A  (including 
culture) 

Unipath  Oxoid  Streptococcal  Grouping  Kit 
(including  culture) 

V-Tech  V-Trend  Strep  A  (including  culture) 
Wellcome  Reveal  Golour  Strep  A  (from 
culture) 

Wellcome  Streptex  (including  culture) 

Streptococcus,  Group  B 

Adams  Scientific  SeroStat  Streptococcus 
(including  culture) 

Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Strep  Grouping 
(including  culture) 

Diagnostic  Products  PathoDx  LA  Strep  Group 
(including  culture) 

Karobio  Phadebact  Streptococcus  (including 
culture) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-Strep 
(including  culture) 

Unipath  Oxoid  Streptococcal  Grouping  Kit 
(including  culture) 

Wellcome  Streptex  (including  culture) 
Streptococcus,  Group  C 
Adams  Scientific  SeroStat  Streptococcus 
(including  culture) 

Diagnostic  Products  PathoDx  LA  Strep  Group 
(including  culture) 

Karobio  Phadebact  Streptococcus  (including 
culture) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-Strep 
(including  culture) 

Unipath  Oxoid  Streptococcal  Grouping  Kit 
(including  culture) 

Wellcome  Streptex  (including  culture) 
Streptococcus,  Group  D 
Bio-Medical  ANI  Strep  Test  (including 
culture) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  PathoDx  Strep  D 
(including  culture) 

Karobio  Phadebact  Streptococcus  (including 
culture) 

Unipath  Oxoid  Streptococcal  Grouping  Kit 
(including  culhire) 

Wellcome  Streptex  (including  culture) 
Streptococcus,  Group  F 
Adams  Scientific  SeroStat  Streptococcus 
(including  culture) 

Diagnostic  Products  PathoDx  LA  Strep  Group 
(including  culture) 

Karobio  Phadebact  Streptococcus  (including 
culture) 


Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-Strep 
(including  culture) 

Unipath  Oxoid  Streptococcal  Grouping  Kit 
(including  culture) 

Wellcome  Streptex  (including  culture) 
Streptococcus,  Group  G 
Adams  Scientific  SeroStat  Streptococcus 
(Including  culture) 

Diagnostic  Products  PathoDx  LA  Strep  Group 
(including  culture) 

Karobio  Phadebact  Streptococcus  (including 
culture) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-Strep 
(Including  culture) 

Unipath  Oxoid  Streptococcal  Grouping  Kit 
(including  culture) 

Wellcome  Streptex  (including  culhire) 

Yeast,  C.  Albicans  Only 
Analytab  API  20C  Yeast  Identification  Kits 
(including  cult.) 

Analytab  Yeast  Ident  (including  culture) 
Carr-Scarborough  C.  albicans  Disc  Screening 
Kit  (inc.  cult.) 

Medical  Wire  Equip.  MicroRing  YT 
(including  culture) 

The  following  test  system  entries  have 
been  deleted  from  the  moderate 
complexity  test  list  because  these  test 
systems  require  identification  from 
culture  and,  as  reflected  in  the 
compilation  included  in  this  Notice,  are 
high  complexity  regardless  of  the 
source: 

Analytab  API  20  Streptococcus 
Analytab  API  Laboratories  Rapid  E 
Analytab  API  Laboratories  Rapid  NFT 
Analytab  API  Laboratories  Rapid  Strep 
Analytab  API  Quad  Perm  + 

Analytab  API  Staphase  III 
Analytab  API  ZYM  Microorganism 
Differentiation 

Baxter  Haemophilus/Neisseria  Identif— Panel 
Becton  Dickinson  Minitek  Kits 
Innovative  Diagnostic  Systems  IDS  Rapid  SS/ 
U  System 

Innovative  Diagnostic  Systems  Modified  IDS 
Rapid  NH  System 

Innovative  Diagnostic  Systems  Rap  NF  Plus 
System 

Innovative  Diagnostic  Systems  Rapid  NF 
System 

Micro  Media  Systems  Bacterial  ID  Panels/ 
Gram  Neg/Gram  Pos 
Roche  Enterotube  II 

The  following  test  system  entries  in 
the  area  of  microbiology  as  published  on 
February  28. 1992  have  been  deleted 
from  the  list  of  test  systems,  assays,  and 
examinations  categorized  by 
complexity.  These  test  system  entries 
are  not  complete  test  systems  and 
therefore  will  not  be  individually 
graded  for  complexity.  Since  all  of  these 
entries  are  used  for  identification  of 
organisms  from  culture,  they  represent 
components  of  a  total  test  process  that 
is  high  complexity: 

Adams  Scientific  B.  Cat  Confirm 
Adams  Scientific  Identicult — AE 
Adams  Scientific  Identicult — BL 
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Adams  Scientific  Mug-Indole  Disc 
Adams  Scientific  Rapid-Hippurate 
Adams  Scientific  Stat-Urease 
American  Biomedical  Prod.  B.  Fra^ex 
Anaerobe  Systems  Bile  Difi'erential  Disk 
Anaerobe  Systems  Colistin  10  meg. 
Differential  Disk 

Anaerobe  Systems  Kanamycin  1000  meg 
Difterential  Disk 

Anaerobe  Systems  Vancomycin  5  meg 
Differential  Disk 
Analytab  API  Germ  Tube 
Analytab  API  StapbTrac 
Baxter  Coagulase  Plasma 
Baxter  MicroScan  Rapid  Yeast  Identification 
Panel 

Becton  Dickinson  Cefinase  Discs 
Calbiochem  Padac  Differentiation  Discs 
Calbiochem-Behring  Anti-Dnase  B 
Carr  Microbiologies  Beta  Lactamase 
Reagent  Disc 

Carr  Microbiologicals  CSM  Chromogenic  B- 
Lactamase  Disc 

Carr  Microbiologicals  Hipp  Microtube 
Carr  Microbiologicals  Onpx-Indol  Microtube 
Carr  Microbiologicals  PYR  Broth 
Carr  Microbiologicals  PYR  Discs 
Carr  Microbiologicals  Pgua-Indol  Microtube 
Carr  Microbiologicals  Phos  Microtubes 
Carr  Microbiologicals  Pro  Discs 
Carr  Microbiologicals  Pyrr  Microtubes 
Carr-ScarborouS  ALN  Differentiation  Discs 
Carr-Scarboroxi^  Acridine  Orange  Stain 
Carr-Scarborot^  Rapid  Glutamic  Acid 
Decarboxy  Microtube 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  PathoDx  PYR  Kit 
Difeo  Differentiation  Discs  .ALA 
Difeo  Differentiation  Discs  Colistin  10  meg 
Difeo  Differentiation  Discs  Erythromycin  60 
meg 

Difeo  Differentiation  Discs  Hippurate 
Difeo  Differentiation  Discs  Kanamycin  1000 
meg 

Difeo  Differentiation  Discs  Nitrate 
Difeo  Differentiation  Discs  Penicillin  G  2 
units 

Difeo  Differentiation  Discs  Rifampin  15  meg 
Difeo  Differentiation  Discs  SPS 
Difeo  Differentiation  Discs  Spectinomycin 
Difeo  Differentiation  Discs  Vancomycin  5 
meg 

Difeo  DrySlide  Beta-Lactamase 
Difeo  DrySlide  Oxidase 
Difeo  Spot  Test  10%  Na  Desoxycholate 
Difeo  Spot  Test  Acridine  Orange  Stain 
E-Y  Lalraratories  Oxidase  Swabzyme 
E-Y  Laboratories  Strep-A-Chek  PYR 
Innovative  Diagnostic  Systems  Beta  Discs 
Innovative  Diagnostic  Systems  Oxichrome 
Reagent 

Innovative  Diagnostic  Systems  Porphyrin 
Reagent 

Kev  Connecticut  Diagnostics  Visi-Strep 
Meridian  Indol  Spot  Test  Kit 
Micro  Media  Systems  M.  Cat.  Butyrate  Disc 
Micro-Bio-Logics  KWIK-LAC 
Micro-Bio-Logics  Lyfo-KWIK  OMI  Kit 
Micro-Bio-Logics  Neisseria-KWIK  Plus 
Microbiological  Specialties  Beta-ase  Tubes 
Microbiological  Specialties  Enzyme-ase  I 
Tubes 

Microbiological  Specialties  Galactosid-ase 
Tubes 

Microtech  Medical  Systems  Quadra-titer  ID 
Pro-Lab  Hippurate  Test 
Pro-Lab  Rosco  D'Ala  Rapid  Test 


Pro-Lab  Rosco  Pyrr 
Remel  ALA  Disc 
Remel  Acridine  Orange  Stain 
Remel  Beta  Lysin  Disc 
Remel  Beta-Lactam  Disc 
Remel  Bile  Disc 
Remel  CEPH  Lactam  Disc 
Remel  Catarrhalis  Test  Strip 
Remel  Coagulase  Plasma 
Remel  Colistin  Disc 
Remel  Hemastaph 
Remel  Kanamycin  Disc 
Remel  Legionella  ID  Disc 
Remel  Lysostaphin  Test  Kit 
Remel  Microd^ 

Remel  Nitrate  Swab-Rapid  Test 
Remel  Novobiocin  Disc 
Remel  PYR  Disc 
Remel  PYR/Esculin  Disc 
Remel  Porphyrin  (ALA)  Disc 
Remel  Pyridoxal  Ksc 
Remel  SPS  Disc 
Remel  Urea-PDA  Discs 
Unipath  Oxoid  Bile  Esculin  Discs 
Unipath  Oxoid  ONPG  Discs 
Unipath  Oxoid  Oxidase  ID  Sticks 
Unipath  Oxoid  SPS  Discs 
Unipath  Oxoid  V  Factor  Discs 
Unipath  Oxoid  X  &  V  Factor  Discs 
Unipath  Oxoid  X  Factor  Discs 

The  following  test  system  entries  have 
been  deleted  fr^  the  list  because  they 
are  procedures  that  are  part  of  an 
automated  system.  A  complete  testing 
process  involving  an  instrument 
includes  both  the  automated  procedure 
and  individual  identification 
procedures  which  are  taken  into 
account  when  the  instrument  is  graded 
for  complexity.  The  following  entries, 
therefore,  do  not  represent  complete  test 
systems: 

Aerobic  Briot  Anaerobic  Organisms-unlimited 
Sources 

Baxter  MicroScan  Gram  Neg  Panels 
Baxter  MicroScan  Gram  Pos  Panels 
Vitek  Systems  VITEK  AMS  ANA  Card 
Vitek  Systems  VITEK  Anaerobe  ID  Card 
Vitek  Systems  VITEK/ ANI  Anaerobes 
Vitek  Systems  WTTEKJ Bacillus  Biochem.  Card 
Vitek  Systems  VITEK/EPS  Enteric  path.  Card 

The  following  analyte/test  system 
entries  have  been  removed  fi'om  the  test 
list  for  moderate  complexity  because  the 
test  systems  do  not  include  a  procedure 
for  reporting  a  positive  result  without  a 
titer.  Therefore,  the  following  test 
system  entries,  as  published  on 
February  28, 1992,  do  not  describe 
complete  test  procedures: 

Yeast,  Cryptococcus  Only 

Baxter  MYCO-Immune  Cryptococcal  LA  (dir 

Ag)  (non-titration) 

Meridian  Cryptococcal  LA  System  (dir  Ag) 

(non-titration) 

While  reevaluating  the  area  of 
microbiology  as  published  on  February 
28, 1992,  and  in  response  to  comments 
received,  we  determined  that  the 
categorization  of  all  gram  stains  as 


moderate  complexity  should  be  revised 
and  clarified.  We  determined  that  a 
gram  stain  on  a  virethral  specimen 
requires  less  knowledge,  training,  and 
interpretation  than  a  gram  stain  from 
other  sources  because  the  analyst  is  not 
required  to  recognize  multiple 
organisms,  there  is  less  background 
material,  and  the  enumeration  of 
multiple  cell  types  is  not  usually 
required.  Comments,  from  local  and 
state  health  departments  and  others,  on 
this  gram  stain  recategorization  as 
published  on  September  2, 1992, 
strongly  suggested  that  CDC  look  again 
at  the  complexity  of  gram  stains 
focusing  this  time  on  gram  stedns  from 
cervical  smears.  Commenters  felt  that 
gram  stains  from  cervical  smears  are 
similar  to  gram  stains  from  urethral 
smears  and  thus  are  not  as  complex  as 
gram  stains  from  other  sources. 

Although  we  saw  a  difference  in  the 
interpretation  and  judgment  reqiiired  for 
the  gram  stains  frem  these  two  sources, 
we  concluded  that  the  difference  was 
not  sufficient  to  place  the  gram  stain 
from  cervical  smears  into  high 
complexity.  When  this  issue  was 
presented  to  the  CLIAC,  they  agreed 
with  the  recategorization  of  cervical 
gram  stains  to  moderate  complexity. 
Therefore,  gram  stains  frt)m  urethral 
sources  and  frnm  endocervical  smears 
have  been  categorized  as  moderate 
complexity  while  gram  stains  from  all 
other  sources  are  categorized  as  high 
complexity. 

In  response  to  comments,  we 
reevaluated  approximately  280  antigen 
detection  systems  in  the  area  of 
microbiology  and  recategorized  16 
systems  from  moderate  to  high 
complexity  based  on  the  amount  of 
interpretation,  judgment,  knowledge, 
and  training  required  for  these 
procedures.  Supplemental  information 
on  these  tests  was  received  from 
laboratory  professionals  with  experience 
performing  the  procedures  and  was 
verified  tl^ugh  product  inserts 
submitted  by  manufacturers.  Based  on 
this  information,  the  16  procedures 
were  determined  either  to  be  technically 
complex  with  multiple  steps  that 
included  extensive  sample  and  reagent 
preparation,  precise  temperature  control 
and  exact  timing  requirements,  or  to 
require  a  high  level  of  interpretation  and 
judgment.  Additionally,  the  complexity 
of  the  tests  required  a  higher  level  of 
training  and  experience  to  perform  the 
procedure  than  was  originally  indicated. 
As  a  result  of  this  reevaluation,  the 
following  complex  antigen  detection 
systems  have  l^n  recategorized  hum 
moderate  to  high  complexity: 
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Adenovirus 

Analytab  API  AdflBovinis  Test  Kit-ELA  (dir 
Ag/ visual) 

Analytab  API  Adenovirus  Type  40/41  BLA 
(dir  Ag/visual) 

Cambridge  Biotech  Adenoclone-EIA  (direct 
Ag/ visual) 

Cambridge  Biotech  Adenodone  40/41  (direct 
Ag/visual) 

Chlamydia 

Analytab  API  IDEIA  (direct  antigen/visual) 
Herpes  Simplex 

Fairleigh  Didunson  EUSA  for  HSV  (dir  Ag/ 
visual) 

Intestinal  Parasites 

Alexon  ProSpecT  Giardia  Microtiter  (dir  Ag/ 
visual) 

Respiratory  Syncytial  Virus 
Sanofi/Kallestad  Pathfinder  RSV  (direct 
antigan/visual) 

Rotavirus 

Abbott  Rotazyme  11  Diag.  Kit  (direct  Ag/ 
visual) 

Analytab  API  Rotavirus  Test  Kit  (direct  Ag/ 
visual) 

Cambric^e  Biotech  Rotaclone  (direct  antigen/ 
visual) 

isolab  RotaVirus  EIA  (direct  antigen/visual) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  Pathfinder  Rotavirus  (direct 
Ag/visual) 

Yeast,  Cryptococcus  Only 

Baxter  MYOO-Immune  Cryptococcal  Ag 
Latex  Agg  (dir  Ag) 

Meridian  Cryptococcal  Antigen  Latex  Agg. 
System  (dir  Ag) 

Meridian  Premier  Cryptococcal  Ag.  Test  (dir 
Ag/visual) 

The  following  are  other  specific 
comments  received  on  microbiology 
issues: 

Comment:  Many  laboratory 
professionals  recommended  that  all 
cultures  and/or  susceptibility 
determinations  be  placed  in  the  high 
complexity  category  regardless  of  &e 
source  of  the  specimen.  Many  other 
commenters  requested  that  cultures 
from  specifrc  sources  or  for  specific 
organisms  be  placed  in  moderate 
complexity.  Ctae  commenter 
recommended  that  moderately  complex 
culture  procedures  be  limited  to  the 
isolation  and  presumptive  identification 
of  aerobic  orranisms. 

i?espo/ise;^ch  test  system  was 
individually  graded  for  complexity: 
categorization  of  the  procedure  defined 
as  “culture"  was  not  determined  by 
analyte  or  specimen  source.  Some 
mid^iology  procedures  (e.g.,  those 
using  selective  media)  that  require 
minimal  technical  skill  and 
interpretation  were  placed  in  the 
moderate  complexity  category.  Other 
culture  and  sensitivity  procedures  that 
require  extensive  knowledge,  training, 
and  interpretation  for  the  selection  and 


performance  of  the  individual  test 
components  received  scores  that  placed 
them  in  the  high  complexity  category. 

Comment:  Some  commenters 
requested  that  sensitivity  testing  be 
placed  in  the  moderate  complexity 
categmy  because  placing  it  in  high 
complexity  will  limit  its  use  in  a 
physician’s  office  and  interfere  vrith 
patient  treatment  and  increase  costs. 

Response:  All  microbiology 
procedures  involving  susceptibility 
testing  of  organisms  have  bera  pla<»d  in 
the  high  complexity  category  b^use 
sensitivity  is  only  a  part  of  a  total 
process  which  also  involves  culture, 
isolation  and  identification.  These 
procedures  require  extensive 
knowledge,  training,  experience,  and 
judgment  to  determine  the  (nesence  of 
a  pathogen;  prepare  a  standard 
inoculum  of  a  pure  isolate;  evaluate 
susceptibility  results  for  each  antibiotic; 
and  solve  problems  (e.g.,  errors  due  to 
mixed  cultures).  It  should  be  noted  that 
the  fact  that  a  test  procedure  is 
categorized  as  high  complexity  does  not 
necessarily  exclude  it  from  use  in  a 
physician’s  office  laboratory.  The 
physician’s  office  laboratory  can 
continue  to  perform  these  procedures 
provided  it  complies  with  CUA 
regulations  for  laboratories  performing 
high  complexity  testing. 

Comment:  Some  commenters 
recommended  that  mine  cultures  and 
colony  count  kits  be  kept  in  the 
moderate  complexity  category.  The 
commenters  felt  that  placing  urine 
cultures  in  high  complexity  would 
impede  practice  in  a  physician’s  office. 
Other  commenters  felt  tnat  all  culture 
identifications  should  be  high 
complexity.  A  laboratory  professional 
organization  recommended  that,  in 
addition  to  categorizing  urine  cultures 
as  high,  colony  counts  should  also  be 
categorized  as  high  complexity. 

Response:  In  general,  urine  cultures 
have  been  categorized  as  high 
complexity  while  urine  colony  counts 
have  been  categorized  as  moderate 
complexity.  Urine  cultures  require 
extensive  knowledge,  training,  and 
interpretation  for  the  selection  and 
performance  of  the  individual  test 
components  which  may  include 
staining  for  microscopic  evaluation, 
subculturing,  and  conducting  the 
appropriate  biochemical  analyses.  On 
the  other  hand,  urine  colony  counts 
alone,  without  identification  of 
organisms  do  not  require  this  level  of 
knowledge,  training,  or  interpretation. 
Some  kits  for  urine  culture  and  colony 
counts  have  been  categorized  as 
moderate  complexity  for  colony  counts 
only,  while  the  culture  has  been 
categorized  as  high  complexity.  It  is  true 


that  many  of  these  cultrire  kits  provide 
a  preliminary  identification  without  the 
need  to  transfer  organisms.  However, 
these  identificaticms  require  the 
interpretation  of  several  difierential 
media  to  distinguish  multiple  organisms 
and  therefore  reqiiire  a  high  level  of 
knowledge,  training,  and  interpretation. 

Comment:  A  few  commenters 
recommended  that  primary  culture 
inoculation  be  kept  in  the  moderate 
complexity  category  with  the  provision 
that  the  cultures  be  referred  to  a 
laboratory  certified  to  perform  high 
complexity  testing.  One  commenter 
recommended  that  primary  culture 
inoculation  be  a  waived  test  while 
another  commenter  felt  that  primary 
culture  inoculation  should  not  be 
considered  a  test  at  all. 

Response:  In  reevaluating  the 
Microbiology  specialty  area  it  was 
determined  that  primary  culture 
inoculation  was  not  a  complete  test,  but 
part  of  the  test  defined  as  culture. 
Therefore,  it  was  not  graded  for 
complexity  nor  was  it  waived.  A 
laboratory  can  continue  to  perform 
primary  inoculation  vnthout  regulatory 
requirements  if  the  culture  is  then 
subsequently  read  only  by  a  laboratory 
certified  to  perform  the  test  defined  as 
culture.  It  is  important  to  note  that  if  the 
culture  is  read  even  to  the  point  of 
providing  a  result  of  “No  growth”,  it  is 
consider^  an  identification  from 
culture  and,  therefore,  the  laboratory 
must  be  certified  to  perform  the  entire 
culture  procedure. 

Comment:  One  commenter 
recommended  that  fungal  cultures  be 
placed  in  the  waived  category  because 
they  are  simple  and  easily  performed 
tests  which  pose  no  reasonable  risk  to 
the  patient  if  performed  incorrectlv. 

Response:  (Jultures  are  not  simple 
procediu-es.  They  require  extensive 
knowledge,  training,  and  interpretation 
for  the  selection  and  performance  of  the 
individual  test  components  which  may 
include  microscopic  evaluation, 
subculturing,  and  conducting  the 
appropriate  biochemical  and/or 
physiological  analyses. 

Comment:  One  commenter 
recommended  that  the  tests  for  the 
presence  or  absence  of  Dermatophytes 
be  placed  in  the  high  complexity 
category. 

Response:  Each  test  system  was 
individually  graded  for  complexity. 
Some  methodologies  for  determining 
the  presence  or  absi  ace  of 
Dermatophytes  utilizing  selective  media 
were  placed  in  the  moderate  complexity 
category.  These  systems  require 
significantly  less  knowledge,  training/ 
experience,  and  interpretation/judgment 
than  routine  fungal  cultures.  They  do 
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not  reauire  transfer  of  organisms  (e.g., 
for  isAation):  they  contain  selective 
media  to  inhibit  other  organisms;  and 
the  interpretation  of  test  results  is  based 
only  on  discerning  a  definitive  color 
change. 

Ck>ininent:  One  organization 
recommended  that  die  testing  systems 
for  the  presence  or  absence  of 
Dermatophytes  be  recategorized  as  high 
complexity  tests  because  this  media  will 
support  the  growth  of  Biosafety  Level  3 
pathogens,  in  particular  Histoplasma 
capsulatum,  Blastomyces  dermatitidis, 
and  Coccidioides  immitis. 

Response:  Utilizing  consultants  with 
expertise  in  the  area  of  mycology,  it  was 
determined  that  the  test  systems  for  the 
presence  or  absence  of  Dermatophytes 
will  remain  in  the  moderate  complexity 
category.  While  it  is  true  that  more 
mycotic  infections  will  be  seen  with  an 
increasing  population  of 
immunocompromised  patients,  the 
attending  physician,  being  aware  of  the 
patient’s  clinical  picture,  is  best  able  to 
discern  the  need  of  screening  for 
dermatophytes  versus  performing  a 
routine  fungal  culture.  Routine  fungal 
cultures  for  Histoplasma  capsulatum. 
Blastomyces  dermatitidis,  and 
Coccidioides  immitis  are  high 
complexity  tests. 

Comment;  A  few  commenters 
recommended  that  cultures  for  the 
presence  or  absence  of  Trichomonas 
vaginalis  be  placed  in  the  high 
complexity  category. 

Response:  Several  of  these  systems 
were  placed  in  the  moderate  complexity 
category  because  they  require  no 
selection  of  organisms  and  minimal 
interpretation  of  results  (e.g.,  results 
based  on  media  color  changes  or 
turbidity). 

Comment:  A  few  commenters 
recommended  that  culturing  for 
Neisseria  gonorrhoeae  or  Group  A 
Streptococcus  be  reclassified  from  the 
high  to  the  moderate  complexity 
category. 

Response:  Cultures  performed  on 
selective  media  were  reevaluated  with 
the  help  of  professionals  with  expertise 
in  this  area.  As  a  result,  some  systems 
for  the  isolation  and  preliminary 
identification  of  Neisseria  gonorrhoeae 
and  Group  A  Streptococcus  from 
specific  body  sites  have  been  placed  in 
the  moderate  complexity  category.  The 
knowledge,  training,  interpretation,  and 
judgment  required  for  recovery  of  an 
organism  frt>m  a  culture  performed  on 
selective  media  is  significantly  less  than 
frnm  a  culture  that  may  require  the 
analyst  to  distinguish  multiple 
organisms  and  determine  the  presence 
of  pathogens,  normal  flora,  and/or 
contamination. 


Comment:  One  commenter  stated  that 
grading  some  bacterial  direct  antigen 
tests  t^t  required  transfer  to  broth  as 
moderate  complexity  tests  was 
inconsistent  with  the  statement  that 
cultures  are  high  complexity  tests. 

Response:  Each  individual  test  was 
scored  for  complexity  and  some  tests 
requiring  transfer  to  broth  were 
categorized  as  moderate  complexity. 
These  tests  were  usually  kits  that 
required  that  the  sample  swab  be  placed 
directly  into  broth  and  incubated;  the 
antigen  test  was  then  performed  directly 
frem  the  broth.  The  procedure  is  not  the 
same  as  a  routine  culture  which  may 
include  the  interpretation  and  selection 
of  colonies  before  subculturing  or 
conducting  the  appropriate  biochemical 
analyses. 

Comment:  Some  commenters 
requested  that  gram  stains  from  culture 
be  placed  in  the  moderate  complexity 
category. 

Response:  Gram  stains  from  culture 
are  not  individually  graded  tests  but  are 
part  of  the  test  defin^  as  culture.  The 
only  gram  stains  that  have  been 
categorized  as  “stand  alone”  procedures 
are  those  performed  on  direct 
specimens. 

Comment:  A  few  commenters 
recommended  that  the  direct  acid-fast 
smear  be  categorized  as  a  high 
complexity  test. 

Response:  The  add-fast  smear  from  a 
concentrated  specimen  was  graded  as  a 
high  complexity  test.  However,  the 
direct  add-fast  smear  was  graded  as  a 
moderate  complexity  test.  The  training 
required  to  place  the  specimen  on  a 
slide,  stain  the  slide,  and  recognize  the 
organism  is  not  as  extensive  as  the 
procedure  that  requires  concentration  of 
the  specimen  prior  to  testing. 

Comment:  A  number  of  commenters 
recommended  that  the  darkfield 
examination  for  Treponema  pallidum  be 
placed  in  the  high  complexity  category. 

Response:  The  darkfield  examination 
for  Treponema  pallidum  was  scored  as 
a  moderate  complexity  test.  Although 
the  darkfield  microscope  requires 
somewhat  more  manipulation  than  the 
brightfield-light  microscope,  the  analyst 
could  be  tau^t  to  operate  the  darkfield 
microscope  without  extensive  training. 
Additionally,  the  identification  of  a 
single  organism.  Treponema  pallidum, 
does  not  require  the  extensive  training, 
interpretation,  and  judgment  needed  to 
distinguish  multiple  organisms. 

Comment:  Some  commenters 
requested  that  microscopic 
examinations  such  as  the  gram  stain, 
darkfield  examination,  pinworm 
preparations,  potassium  hydroxide 
preparation  (KOH),  Tzanck  smear,  and 
the  wet  preparations  for  bacteria. 


parasites,  or  fungi  be  placed  in  the 
waived  category  because  they  employ 
methodologies  that  are  so  simple  and 
accurate  as  to  render  the  likelihood  of 
erroneous  results  negligible  or  pose  no 
reasonable  risk  of  harm  to  the  patient  if 
the  test  is  performed  incorrectly.  A  few 
commenters  recommended  that  any 
microscopic  examinations  performed  in 
a  physician’s  office  should  be  placed  in 
the  waived  category  so  as  not  to  impede 
the  practice  of  medicine  in  a  physician’s 
office.  One  commenter  requested  that 
some  microscopic  examinations  be 
placed  in  the  waived  category  because 
of  the  limited  quality  control  or 
proficiency  testing  materials  available. 

A  number  of  other  commenters 
recommended  that  all  microscopic 
examinations  including,  but  not  limited 
to,  the  KOH  preparation,  pinworm 
preparation,  and  wet  preparations  be 
placed  in  the  high  complexity  category 
due  to  the  level  of  training  required  of 
the  analyst. 

Response:  The  test  categorization 
process  placed  most  of  these  procedures 
in  the  moderate  complexity  category. 

The  microscopic  evaluations  of  KOH 
preparations,  pinworm  preparations  and 
wet  mounts  do  require  a  moderate 
degree  of  interpretation  and  judgment 
and  some  basic  knowledge  to  recognize 
specific  organisms,  parasites,  fungi,  or 
cellular  elements.  Dvkfield 
examinations  require  experience  and 
training  in  the  use  of  a  specific  type  of 
microscope  and  the  ability  to 
distinguish  specific  patterns  of  motility 
specific  for  the  organisms  under 
investigation.  The  Tzanck  smear  and  the 
gram  stmn  require  the  use  of  stains  to 
classify  the  morphological 
characteristics  of  organisms  or  cellular 
elements,  and  a  commensurate  level  of  ' 
knowledge  and  training  is  required  to 
recognize  these  stained  characteristics 
and  to  properly  identify  the  organism  or 
distinguish  and  enumerate  the  cell  types 
present.  Although  it  was  concluded  that 
these  tests  did  not  meet  the  criteria  for 
waiver,  it  was  recognized  that  some  of 
these  procedures  are  uniquely  different 
from  other  types  of  laboratory  testing. 
For  that  reason,  and  in  response  to 
comments,  a  new  subcategory  of  testing 
called  “Physician-Performed 
Microscopy”  that  is  not  subject  to 
routine,  biennial  inspections  has  been 
established.  Ihis  new  subcategory  is 
described  in  HSQ-202-FC  which  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19, 1993  (58  FR  5215).  'The 
following  six  procedures  are  included  in 
this  new  category:  (1)  Wet  mounts 
including  preparations  of  vaginal, 
cervical  or  skin  specimens;  (2)  all 
potassium  hydroxide  (KOH) 
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preparations;  (3)  pinworm 
examinations:  (4)  fern  test;  (5)  post* 
coital  direct  quaUtative  examinations  of 
vamnal  or  ceMcal  mucous:  (6)  urine 
sediment  examinations. 

Comment:  A  few  manufecturers 
requested  that  their  instruments  or 
panels  used  in  identification  and 
susceptibility  testing  be  placed  in  the 
moderate  complexity  category.  One 
manufacturer  stated  that  its  system 
obviates  the  need  to  do  any  microscopic 
analysis  or  subculturing  since  all 
biochemical  analyses  for  identification 
and  susceptibility  are  done  by  the 
instrument. 

Response:  These  instruments  and 
panels  are  considered  to  be  part  of  the 
entire  test  defined  as  cult\ira.  Although 
the  system  itself  may  perform  all  the 
biochemical  analyses  for  identification 
and  susceptibility  testing,  the  analyst 
m\ist  possess  extensive  knowledge, 
training/experience,  and  interpretation/ 
judgment  to  determine  the  presence  of 
a  pathogen  for  testing;  ensure  that  a 
pure  isolate  is  obtained;  perform 
microscopic  examinations  to  detormine 
the  appropriate  panel/card  to  be  used 
for  identification  and/or  susceptibility 
testing;  and  troubleshoot  problems  (e.g., 
errors  due  to  mixed  cultures). 

Comment:  One  organization 
recommended  that  all  procedures 
involving  the  identification  of  intestinal 
parasites  be  graded  as  high  complexity 
tests. 

Response:  While  most  procedures  for 
the  identificati<m  of  intestinal  parasites 
were  graded  as  high  complexity,  some 
procedures  (e.g.,  some  visual  direct 
antigens  and  examination  of  a  wet 
mount  for  the  presence  or  absence  of  a 
parasite)  were  graded  as  moderate 
complexity  tests.  Those  visual  direct 
antigen  tests  categorized  as  moderate 
complexity  tests  require  significantly 
less  knowledge,  training/experimce, 
and  interpretation/judgment  than  those 
categoriz^  as  high  complexity  tests. 
The  examination  of  wet  mount 
preparations  fm  only  the  presence  or 
absTOce  of  parasites  requires  less 
interpretation  and  judgment  than  that 
which  is  needed  to  detect  and  identify 
the  various  stages  of  blood,  tissue,  and 
intestinal  parasites. 

Comment:  One  laboratory 
professional  organization  recommended 
that  all  direct  antigen  testing  p>erformed 
in  the  area  of  Microbiology  be  placed  in 
the  high  complexity  category. 

Response:  When  evaluated  using  the 
seven  criteria  for  complexity,  some  of 
the  direct  antigen  tests,  particularly 
those  perform^  on  direct  specimens, 
scored  as  moderate  complexity.  These 
procedures  omtain  a  few  easily 
performed  steps  and  require  less 


knowledge,  training/experieoce.  and 
interpretation/judgment  than  those 
proc^ures  that  scored  as  high 
complexity. 

Comment:  One  manufecturer  stated 
that  a  microbiology  test  kit  that  was 
categorized  as  moderate  complexity  for 
direct  antigen  detection  from  a  direct 
specimen  &ould  also  be  moderate 
complexity  when  perfrmned  from 
culture. 

Response:  Many  test  systems  scored 
as  moderate  complexity  tests  when 
performed  from  a  direct  specimen  and 
as  high  complexity  tests  when 
performed  from  culture.  Performing  a 
culture  increases  the  complexity  of  the 
procedure  and  requires  extensive 
knowledge,  training/experience,  and 
interpretation/judgment.  When  a  culture 
is  necessary  for  the  appropriate 
execution  of  a  procedure,  then  the 
culture  becomes  a  part  of  the  total 
testing  process  for  that  test  system, 
assay,  or  examination  and,  therefore, 
that  procedure  scored  as  a  high 
complexity  test. 

Comment:  A  manufacturer  requested 
that  the  CLOtest  for  Helicobacter  pylori 
be  placed  in  the  waived  category. 

Response:  The  CLOtest  does  not  meet 
the  criteria  established  for  a  waived 
procedure.  Because  this  test  requires  the 
analyst  to  obtain  a  tissue  sample, 
incubate  the  tissue  in  an  agar  gel, 
examine  the  gel  at  timed  intervals,  and 
discern  the  degree  of  color  change  in  the 
gel  in  comparison  to  positive  reactions 
caused  by  other  bacterial  organisms,  the 
CLOtest  scored  as  a  moderate 
complexity  test. 

Comments  on  Immunology  Tests 

Comment:  A  commenter  requested 
that  automated  nephelometric  analyzers 
performing  immunoglobulins  be 
categorized  as  high  complexity  because 
of  the  prozone  effect. 

Response:  The  possibility  of  prozone 
effect,  common  on  earlier  automated 
nephelometers,  was  considered  when 
grading  automated  nephelometric  test 
systems.  While  some  instruments  do 
require  direct  intervention  by  the 
analyst  to  resolve  problems  created  by 
the  prozone  effect  and  were,  therefore, 
categorized  as  high  complexity,  most 
test  systems  were  categorized  as 
moderate  complexity  because  they  are 
completely  automated  and  require  no 
operator  intervention. 

Comment:  A  few  manufactmers  of 
semi-automated  immunoassay 
instruments  that  were  categorized  as 
high  complexity  requested  that  these 
instruments  be  recategorized  as 
moderate  complexity  and  placed  in  the 
“manual  or  semi-automat^  procedures 


with  limited  steps  and  limited  sample 
or  reagent  preparation”  category^ 
Response:  Many  of  the  semi- 
automated  immunoassay  instruments 
consist  of  three  main  components  which 
operate  independently  of  each  other. 

Ine  three  components  are  a  sample 
preparation  module,  which  usually 
includes  an  automated  pipetting 
mechanism;  a  sample  processing 
module  that  might  include  automated 
addition  of  reagents  and  some 
automation  of  washing  steps;  and  a 
result  processing  module  tnat  usually 
reads  and  calculates  the  results.  The 
analyst  is  often  required  to  physically 
transfer  sample  trays  from  the  sample 
preparation  module  to  a  sample 
processor  and  then  onto  other  test 
processing  modules.  The  analyst  is  also 
often  required  to  set  incubation 
temperatures  or  adhere  to  strict  timing 
requirements  for  semi-automated  steps. 

In  summary,  it  was  concluded  that  a 
significant  amount  of  operator 
intervention  is  necessary  to  complete 
the  entire  testing  process  for  these 
systems;  therefore,  most  received  total 
scores  that  placed  them  into  the  high 
complexity  category. 

Comment:  A  few  commenters 
requested  the  analyte  “febrile 
agglutinins”  be  listed  bv  defining  each 
agglutinin  as  an  individual  anaMe. 

Response:  While  the  analyte  ‘'febrile 
agglutinins”  consists  of  several  different 
aulutinin  tests,  all  procedures  are 
i^ntical  and  the  phrase  “febrile 
agglutinins”  can  be  considered  to 
encompass  all  or  any  one  of  the 
agglutinins.  Additionally,  “febrile 
agglutinins”  is  a  recogniz^  laboratory 
term  defining  a  battery  or  profile  of 
several  different  tests. 

Comments:  Several  commenters 
requested  that  the  IgE  and  Allergen- 
Specific  IgE  procedures  that  were 
categoriz^  as  high  complexity  be 
categorized  as  m^erate  complexity. 

Response:  The  total  and  allergen 
specific  IgE  procedures  are 
immunoassays  that  utilize  various 
methodologies  such  as  fluorescence, 
spectrophotometry,  chemiluminescence, 
and  radioimmunoassay.  Many  of  these 
procedures  are  difficult  to  perform  and 
not  easily  controlled.  Some  of  the 
procedures  produce  results  that  are 
difficult  to  reproduce  and  are  thus 
prone  to  error.  Many  procedures  contain 
reagents  that  require  special  handling, 
suc^  as  radioisotopes,  or  utilize  reagents 
that  are  light  sensitive  or  labile  and  have 
to  be  used  within  a  very  limited  amount 
of  time.  Many  of  the  procedures  include 
critical  washing  steps,  and  often  require 
the  construction  of  a  standard  curve. 
When  each  IgE  test  system,  assay,  and 
examination  was  evaluated,  the  systems 
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categorized  as  high  complexity 
generally  were  th^  that  contain  more 
manual  steps,  require  more  knowledge 
and  training,  and  have  more  reagent 
preparation  and  handling  requirements. 
Those  categorized  as  moderate 
complexity  generally  wwe  simple  kit 
proc^ures  requiring  limited  analytical 
skills. 

Comments  on  Inunimohematology  Tests 

Comment:  A  conunenter  requested 
that  the  direct  Coombs  test  be 
recategorized  from  moderate  to  high 
complexity. 

Response:  The  direct  antiglobxilin  test 
(direct  Coombs  test)  is  categorized  as 
moderate  complexity  becaiise  the  test 
requires  only  limited  specific 
knowledge  and  training.  The  procedural 
steps  are  easily  performed,  and  the 
reagents  are  st^le  and  ready  to  use. 
Some,  but  not  extensive,  judgment  and 
interpretation  are  required  to  arrive  at  a 
final  result. 

Comment:  Several  commenters 
requested  that  ABO  Group  and  ABO 
Croup  confirmation  tests  be  categorized 
as  high  complexity. 

Response:  Like  the  direct  Coombs  test, 
the  ABO  Group  and  ABO  Group 
Confirmation  tests  require  specific,  but 
limited,  knowledge  and  training.  The 
few  procedural  steps  are  easily 
performed,  and  the  reagents  are  stable 
and  require  no  preparation.  The 
judgment  and  decision  making  skills 
required  to  interpret  the  resrilts  are  not 
extensive.  Since  test  categorization  was 
based  on  the  complexity  of  the 
procedure,  these  tests  scored  as 
moderate  complexity. 

Comment:  A  commenter  requested 
that  the  anal3de.  “une3cpected  antibody 
identification,*’  be  recategorized  from 
high  complexity  to  moderate 
complexity. 

Response:  Unexpected  red  blood  cell 
antibody  identification  was  categorized 
as  high  complexity  because  the 
procedure  requires  substantial 
knowledge  of  antigen-antibody 
reactions,  blood  group  antigens,  the 
causes  and  serological  reactivity  of 
blood  group  alloantibodies  and 
autoantibodies,  and  a  general 
knowledge  of  statistical  probability 
values.  This  knowledge  is  required  to 
select  appropriate  reagents,  test  cells, 
and  test  procedures:  p>erform  the  test 
procedure(s);  and  interpret  results. 
Operational  steps  are  subject  to 
variations  based  on  the  type  of  RBC 
antibody  to  be  identified  (i.e. 
alloantibody,  autoantibody),  the 
temperatures  and  test  phases  at  wliich 
antibody  activity  occurs,  and/or  the 
presence  of  multiple  antibodies.  Test 
procedures  include,  at  a  minimum. 


testing  the  senun  sample  with  one  or 
more  RBC  antibody  identification 

Kls  and  RBC  antigen  typing.  A  high 
of  interpretive  skill  and  judgment 
is  required  to  evaluate  test  results  and 
determine  the  antibodyfies)  present  in 
the  sample. 

Comments  on  Hematology  Tests 

Comment:  Many  commenters  felt  that 
any  manual  white  blood  cell  differential 
should  be  in  high  complexity. 

Response:  Mwual  wnite  blood  cell 
differentials  were  categorized  according 
to  the  complexity  of  if^tifying  the 
cellular  elements  present.  POTforming  a 
manual  differentia  of  moderate 
complexity  requires  that  the  analyst 
have  a  general  knowledge  of  cellular 
elements  in  normal  peripheral  blood.  It 
also  requires  the  analyst  to  identify 
common  atypical  or  immature  blood 
cells  such  as  atypical  lymphs,  bands, 
and  polychromatophilic  erythrocytes 
and  to  evaluate  common  r^  blood  cell 
mmphology  that  can  be  correlated 
specifically  with  the  RBC  indices.  A 
differential  of  moderate  complexity 
further  requires  the  analyst  to  recognize 
the  presence  of  uncommon  atypical  or 
immature  cells  (e.g..  precursor  cells 
such  as  myelocytes,  large  or  abnormal 
platelets  or  extensive  abnormal  RBC 
morphology)  and  to  refer  them  to 
someone  qualified  to  make  the  final 
interpretation  and  identification.  The 
analyst  performing  the  differential  has  a 
general  responsibility  to  follow  good 
and  accepted  practice  to  ensure  quality 
in  laboratory  testing  by  inspecting  red 
blood  cell  morphology,  performing 
platelet  and  white  blcM  cell  estimates, 
and  correlating  these  with  the 
parameters  of  the  complete  blood  cormt. 
Performing  a  high  complexity 
differential  requires  a  comprehensive 
knowledge  of  normal  and  abnormal/ 
immature  production  in  ail  cell  lines. 
The  analyst  performing  a  high 
complexity  differential  is  expected  to 
possess  extensive  knowledge  and 
experience  and  use  a  high  level  of 
judgment  and  interpretive  skills  to 
identify  all  distinctive  morphological 
characteristics,  both  abnormal  and 
immature,  in  all  cell  lines.  Some 
examples  of  these  uncommon  atypical 
or  immature  cells  are  the  blast  cells, 
prolymphocytes,  plasma  cells,  red  blood 
cells  with  Howell-Jolly  bodies,  or  other 
distinguishable  inclusion  bodies. 

Comment:  One  laboratory 
professional  organization  stated  that 
prothrombin  time,  activated  partial 
thromboplastin  time,  and  thrombin  time 
should  be  high  complexity  tests, 
regardless  of  the  methodology 
employed,  because  of  the  ri^  to  the 
patient  caused  by  an  incorrect  result. 


Response:  Perfuming  a  mmual 
prothrombin  time,  activated  partial 
thrcHnboplastin  time,  or  thrombin  time 
are  high  complexity  tests  because  these 
procedures  contain  multiple  steps  that 
include  precise  pipetting  and  timing. 
Additionally,  the  visual  recognition  of 
the  end  point  or  formation  of  a  thrombin 
clot  requires  a  high  level  of  judgment 
and  interpretation.  The  automation  or 
semi-automation  of  these  processes 
have,  in  general,  been  categorized  as  * 
moderate  complexity.  These  automated 
procedures  do  require  some  training  and 
experience  but  it  is  not  extensive.  Since 
the  operational  steps  are  automated, 
they  are  not  as  complex  as  performing 
the  tests  manually.  Some  interpretation 
and  jud^ent  are  required  to  determine 
the  final  result  but  this  skill  is  not 
highly  specialized  and.  for  the  most 
part,  can  be  obtained  through  training 

Comment:  Two  commenters  requested 
that  the  activated  clotting  time  be 
waived  at  least  for  monitoring 
anticoagulant  therapy  in  chronic  renal 
dialysis  facilities. 

Response:  An  Activated  Clotting  Time 
(ACT)  can  be  performed  by  many 
different  methods.  The  complexity  of 
the  ACT  tests  was  determined  by 
applying  the  seven  criteria  to  each  test 
system,  assay  or  examination.  To 
perform  most  Activated  Clotting  Time 
(ACT)  procedures,  the  analyst  must  be 
trained  in  sample  preparation  as  well  as 
in  specific  timing  and  temperature 
requirements.  The  analyst  must  also 
have  knowledge  of  the  role  of  heparin 
in  relationship  to  hemostasis.  Judgment 
is  required  to  recognize  the  endpoint  if 
the  ACT  is  performed  manually;  or  to 
recognize  and  resolve  technical 
problems  if  the  ACT  is  automated  or 
semi-automated.  In  general,  the 
automated  procedures  for  ACT  scored  as 
moderate  complexity  tests  while  the 
manual  tilt-tube  ACT  procediires  scored 
as  high  complexity.  Consideration  of  the 
testing  site  and/or  the  specific  use  of  the 
test  are  different  concepts  than  those 
utilized  in  the  scoring  process  for  test 
categorization  by  complexity. 

Comment:  One  laboratory 
professional  organization  stated  that  the 
bleeding  time  test  should  be  reclassified 
as  high  complexity  due  to  the 
knowledge  requir^  prior  to  testing  and 
the  training  and  experience  required  for 
proper  test  performance.  The 
commenter  also  stated  that  clinicians 
often  use  the  bleeding  time  beyond  its 
intended  use  and  an  incorrect  result, 
along  with  inappropriate  usage  of  the 
result,  could  result  in  grave  clinical 
misinterpretation. 

Response:  We  do  agree  that  the 
bleeding  time  test  is  technique- 
dependent  but  we  feel  that  the 
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performance  of  the  test,  although  it 
requires  thorough  training,  does  not 
require  extensive  training.  In  addition, 
the  analyst  is  not  expect^  to  possess  a 
high  level  of  experience  or  knowledge 
prior  to  performing  the  test.  It  is  true 
that  timing  for  the  test  must  be  exact, 
but  operational  steps  are  few.  The 
analyst  must  use  a  moderate  level  of 
judgment  to  recomize  the  test  endpoint 
or  technical  problems  that  may  have 
occurred,  and,  as  applicable,  Ira  able  to 
correlate  results  with  information  on  the 
patient’s  condition  and/or  medication. 
However,  the  judgment  required  is  not 
extensive  or  specialized.  Attempting  to 
advise  physicians  in  the  correct  use  of 
the  blowing  time  test  is  beyond  the 
scope  of  the  test  categorization  process 
and  the  overall  CLIA  ’88  regulation. 

Comment:  One  laboratory 
professional  organization  stated  that 
none  of  the  rapid  solubility  tests  should 
be  considered  as  ’’stand-alone”  tests  for 
the  presence  of  sickle  hemoglobin  since 
ail  of  these  tests  must  be  followed  by 
confirmatory  tests  to  diagnose  sickle  cell 
disease.  For  this  reason,  the  commenter 
felt  that  sickle  cell  screens  were  not 
complete  test  systems  and  should  be 
removed  from  ^e  list.  The  commenter 
suggested  that  the  logic  for  this  change 
is  similar  to  that  used  in  reevaluating 
the  area  of  microbiology. 

Response:  The  rapia  solubility  tests 
for  Hemoglobin  S  are  FDA  approved 
and  commercially  available  as  screening 
tests  for  Hemoglobin  S.  'These  test 
systems,  assays,  and  examinations 
cannot  be  compared  to  those  procedures 
in  microbiology  which  require  multiple 
tests  to  generate  a  single  reportable 
result  (e.g.,  the  biochemical  testing 
results  used  in  bacterial  identification). 
The  individual  microbiology  tests  are 
not  "stand  alone”  procedures  but,  in 
fact,  require  a  comoination  of  multiple 
tests  to  produce  a  final  reportable  result. 
This  process  is  quite  different  fi-om 
using  the  Hemoglobin  S  kits  which, 
although  considered  screening  kits,  do 
not  require  additional  tests  to  produce 
a  reportable  result.  The  distinction 
between  screening  and  confirmatory 
tests  and  the  appropriate  use  bf  tests  is 
beyond  the  scope  of  test  categorization. 

Comment;  One  commenter  also  felt 
the  categorization  process  was 
internally  inconsistent  since  it 
categorized  some  procedures  for 
Hemoglobin  A2  as  moderate  complexity 
and  other  procedures  as  high 
complexity. 

Response:  Hemoglobin  A2,  as  is  the 
case  with  all  analytes,  was  not  graded 
for  complexity  by  analyte  but  rather  by 
the  complexity  of  the  test  system,  assay, 
or  examination  used  to  measure 
Hemoglobin  A2.  *1110  possibility  existed. 


and  indeed  occurred  frequently,  that 
one  test  system  used  to  measure  an 
analyte  was  classified  as  moderate 
complexity,  and  another  completely 
separate  test  system  used  to  measure  the 
same  analyte  (in  the  example  stated: 
Hemoglobin  A2)  was  classified  as  high 
complexity.  This  variation  in  the 
classification  of  tests  by  complexity 
level  is  the  natural  result  of  evaluating 
each  test  system,  assay,  or  examination 
individually  by  correctly  applying  the 
seven  grading  criteria  to  determine  its 
complexity.  The  approach  is  not 
internally  inconsistent. 

Comments:  A  number  of  commenters 
stated  that  large  hematology  analyzers 
that  perform  complete  bloi^  counts, 
with  or  without  differentials,  should  be 
high  complexity.  They  felt  that  any 
analyzer  that  employs  multiple 
principles  or  measures  multiple 
analytes  should  be  high  complexity. 

They  stated,  in  particular,  that  any 
automated  system  with  a  difierential 
should  be  high  complexity  because  the 
analyst  must  be  able  to  interpret 
possible  abnormalities.  They  also  felt 
that  any  instrument  that  presents  the 
analyst  with  a  scattergram  should  be 
hi^  complexit]^. 

Response:  Using  the  seven  criteria 
established  for  categorization, 
automated  hematology  analyzers  with  or 
without  differentials,  in  general,  scored 
as  moderate  complexity.  Although  the 
large  automated  instruments  used  in 
hematology  apply  multiple  principles  in 
their  operation,  the  instruments  do  not 
require  extensive  analyst  intervention  or 
hi^ly  s[>ecialized  knowledge  for 
operation.  We  do  agree  that  some 
judgment  is  requir^  to  correlate  results 
with  other  parameters  and  to  recognize 
and  resolve  technical  problems,  but  the 
level  of  skill  required  for  this  correlation 
is  not  highly  specialized.  Instruments 
that  present  the  analyst  with  histograms 
or  scattergrams  are  usually  supplying 
additional  information,  and  the 
interpretation  of  these  histograms  is  not 
required  to  arrive  at  a  final  result  since 
the  instrument  provides  a  direct  readout 
for  all  analytes. 

Comment:  One  commenter  stated  that 
the  nasal  smear  for  eosinophils  and  the 
fecal  smear  for  leukocytes  should  be 
high  complexity  because  performance  of 
the  tests  requires  training  in  anatomic 
pathology  to  recognize  tumor  cells  and 
evaluate  organisms.  *1110  commenter  also 
felt  that  the  decisions  on  the  adequacy 
of  the  smear  were  analogous  to 
evaluating  a  cervicovaginal  PAP  smear. 
This  commenter  also  felt  that  we  were 
inconsistent  in  scoring  because  the 
manual  eosinophil  count,  which  he  said 
was  virtually  the  same  procedure  as  the 
nasal  smear  for  eosinophils,  is 


categorized  as  high  complexity  while 
the  nasal  smear  is  moderate  complexity. 

Response:  The  evaluation  of  nasal 
smears  for  eosinophils  and  fecal  smears 
for  leukocytes  have  been  categorized  as 
moderate  complexity.  Although  the 
performance  of  these  tests  requires  some 
knowledge  of  the  morphology  of  stained 
eosinophils  or  leukoc^es,  that 
knowledge  is  limited  and  an  analyst  can 
be  trained  to  recognize  the  morphologic 
characteristics  of  these  cells.  Additional 
training,  although  not  extensive,  is 
requir^  in  the  use  of  the  microscope 
and  in  the  staining  procedure.  'The 
operational  steps  in  the  procedures  are 
few  and  not  complex.  There  is  minimal 
reagent  preparation  and  equipment 
maintenance.  While  judgment  is 
required  to  determine  the  acceptability 
of  the  stained  smear,  a  comparison 
cannot  be  made  with  the  evaluation  of 
the  cervicovaginal  PAP  smear.  It  is 
agreed  that  a  moderate  level  of 
interpretive  skill  is  required  to  identify 
the  stained  eosinophils  or  leukocytes  in 
the  smear  and  distinguish  them  from 
other  elements  or  debris  but,  again,  this 
is  not  extensive.  Standard  laboratory 
practice  dictates  that  a  nasal  smear  for 
eosinophils  should  be  evaluated  by  the 
analyst  for  eosinophils  only  and,  in 
general,  produces  a  qualitative  or  semi- 
quantitative  result.  'liie  same  principle 
applies  to  the  fecal  smear  for  leukocytes. 
Physicians,  who  are  qualified,  may 
evaluate  the  smear  for  other  purposes 
but  this  analysis  is  beyond  the  scope  of 
the  basic  screen  for  eosinophils  or 
leukocytes  in  a  smear. 

An  evaluation  of  a  nasal  smear  for 
eosinophils  is  not  comparable  to  the 
manual  eosinophil  count.  *1110  nasal 
smear  for  eosinophils  is  an  evaluation  of 
stained  ceils  and  the  analyst  is  expected 
to  produce  a  limited  semi-quantitative 
result  such  as  the  percentage  of 
eosinophils  per  total  white  cells.  The 
manual  eosinophil  count  is  a 
quantitative  test  in  which  the  analyst 
produces  an  absolute  count  of  the 
number  of  eosinophils  per  specified 
quantity  of  blood.  The  analyst  must 
manually  pipette  the  blood  sample  and 
diluent,  load  the  counting  chamber,  and 
count  the  cells  in  defined  areas  of  a 
counting  chamber  grid.  Calculations  are 
usually  required  to  arrive  at  the  final 
result.  Therefore,  while  the  nasal  smear 
for  eosinophils  scored  as  a  moderate 
complexity  test,  the  manual  eosinophil 
count  scored  as  a  high  complexity  test. 

Comment:  Some  commenters  stated 
that  manual  cell  counts  should  be 
moderate,  especially  white  blood  cell 
counts,  and  expressed  concern  over  the 
cost  of  replacing  manual  cell  counts 
with  an  instrument. 
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Response:  A  maniial  cell  count 
requires  knowledge  of  the  microscopic 
cellular  characteristics  of  the  cells  being 
enumerated.  The  analyst  must  be 
trained  to  use  a  hemocytometer  and 
light  or  phase  microscope,  dilute  the 
specimen  with  unopettes  or  Thoma 
pipettes,  recc^nize  a  specific  cell  type 
microscopically  and  calculate  the 
quantitative  cell  count  results.  Judgment 
is  required  to  distinguish  cells  firom 
artifacts,  or  horn  otlMr  cellular 
elements.  The  analyst  must  recognize 
and  resolve  technical  problems  such  as 
overfilling  the  chamber  or  drying  of  the 
sample  on  the  hemocytometer. 
Interpretive  skill  is  required  to 
determine  when  a  special  dilution  of  the 
specimen  is  needed  and  to  correlate  the 
results  of  the  count  with  the  number 
and  type  of  cells  on  the  stained 
peripheral  blood  smear.  All  of  these 
issues,  when  considered  and  scored  for 
complexity,  resulted  in  a  high 
complexity  categorization  for  manual 
cell  counts. 

Comment:  Some  commenters  from 
laboratory  professional  organizations 
felt  that  all  components  of  a  complete 
blood  count  should  be  categorized  as 
high  complexity  whether  performed 
manually  or  with  automated  or  semi- 
automated  equipment. 

Response:  The  categorization  of  a 
group  of  analytes,  such  as  those 
included  in  a  complete  blood  count,  as 
either  high  or  mooerate  complexity 
without  regard  for  the  methr^ology  or 
the  complexity  of  the  procedure  would 
be  inconsistent  with  categorizing  tests 
by  complexity.  Every  test  system,  assay, 
or  examination  for  each  analyte  was 
evaluated  and  scored  for  complexity. 
Some  methods  for  performing  assays  on 
analytes  included  in  a  complete  blood 
count  scored  as  moderate  complexity 
while  other  methods  scored  as  high 
complexity. 

Comment:  We  received  a  number  of 
comments  related  to  urine  microscopic 
exams.  Some  commenters  felt  that 
microscopic  exams  of  urine,  when 
performed  by  a  physician  in  his  office, 
should  be  waived.  Other  commenters 
felt  that  microscopic  analysis  of  urinary 
sediment  should  be  high  complexity 
because  of  the  knowledge  required  to 
perform  the  test  and  the  interpretation 
and  judgment  required  to  identify 
cellular  elements. 

Response:  Performing  microscopic 
examination  of  urinary  sediment 
requires  basic  knowledge  of  the  formed 
elements  found  in  urine.  The  procedure 
also  requires  training  or  experience  to 
prepare  specimens,  to  identify  and 
enumerate  particulate  elements,  and  to 
properly  use  the  microscope.  However, 
the  level  of  knowledge  or  training  and 


experience  required  is  not  highly 
specialized.  The  procedure  ccmtains 
limited  operational  steps; 
troubleshooting  and  maintenance  are 
minimal,  and  reagent/niaterial 
preparation  is  minimal.  Judgment  is 
required  to  identify  urine  ek^ents  and 
correlate  the  findings  with  the  physical 
characteristics  of  the  urine  and  to 
identify  and  resolve  technical  problems; 
however,  this  does  not  require  a  high 
level  of  judgment.  For  these  reasons,  the 
microscopic  evaluation  of  urine 
sediments  was  categorized  as  moderate 
complexity.  With  regiard  to  the 
comments  that  urine  microscopic  exams 
when  performed  by  physicians  should 
be  waived,  it  was  concluded  that  the 
level  of  complexity  involved  in  this 
procedure  is  beyond  that  for  a  waived 
test.  However,  it  was  recognized  that 
tests  performed  by  a  physician  on  his/ 
her  own  patients  immediate  to  the  point 
of  care  is  a  type  of  laboratory  testing  that 
is  distinctly  different  from  other  types  of 
testing.  A  separate  subcategory  of 
laboratory  testing  called  "Physician- 
Performed  Microscopy"  has  been 
established  and  is  described  in  HSQ- 
202-FC  and  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  January  19, 1993  (58  FR 
5215).  Urine  microscopic  examination  is 
included  in  this  subcategory. 

Comment:  One  commenter  disagreed 
with  the  categorization  of  an  automated 
system  for  evaluating  urinary  sediment 
microscopic  elements  as  moderate 
complexity.  The  commenter  felt  that  the 
addition  of  an  automated  instrument  to 
the  evaluation  of  urine  sediment  should 
make  the  procedure  high  complexity. 

Response:  Although  the  adaition  of  an 
instrument  to  the  evaluation  of  a  urine 
sediment  changes  the  procedure,  it 
would  not  necessarily  place  the 
procedure  in  the  high  complexity 
category.  All  instruments  were 
evaluated  for  complexity  based  on  the 
unique  characteristics  of  their 
pnx^ural  and  operational  steps.  In  this 
instance,  it  was  concluded  that  the 
training  required  to  operate  the 
instrument  is  not  extensive  and  does  not 
require  specialized  knowledge.  Reagent 
preparation  and  troubleshooting  and 
maintenance  are  minimal.  A  certain 
level  of  judgment  and  interpretive  skill 
is  needed  to  recognize  and  resolve 
technical  problems  and  edit  the 
instrument’s  urine  particulate 
classifications.  However,  these  skills  are 
not  highly  complex  or  extensive.  When 
the  instrument  was  scored  and  all 
criteria  characteristics  were  considered, 
including  the  basic  knowledge  and 
judgment  required  for  any  urinary 
sediment  evaluation,  this  automated 
procedure  for  the  identification  of 
squamous  cells,  white  blood  cells,  and 


red  blood  cells  served  as  moderate 
complexity. 

Comment:  A  few  commenters  stated 
that  all  semen  analyses,  including 
semen  analysis  for  the  presence  or 
absence  of  sperm,  should  be  high 
complexity.  Other  commenters  stated 
that  qualitative  poet-coital  sperm 
analyses,  including  the  inspection  of 
cervical  mucus,  that  are  |}erfonned  by  a 
ph3r8ician  in  his  office  should  be 
waived. 

Response:  Semen  analyses  were 
categorized  according  to  the  complexity 
of  the  test  systems,  assays  or 
examinations  being  performed.  A 
qualitative  semen  analysis  for  the 
presence  or  absence  of  sperm  and/or 
motility  requires  knowledge  of  the 
microscopic  characteristics  of  sperm, 
judgment  to  determine  specimen 
acceptability,  and  interpretive  skills  to 
distinguish  sperm  horn  debris  and  to 
determine  the  degree  of  motility. 
However,  the  level  of  knowledge  and 
judgment  needed  for  this  qualitative 
presence  or  absence  determination  is 
not  highly  specialized.  Training  is 
required  to  use  the  microscope,  but 
operational  steps  are  few  and 
troubleshooting  is  minimal.  On  the 
other  hand,  manual  quantitative  counts 
and  sperm  morphology  evaluation, 
together  or  separately,  are  highly 
complex  tests.  This  high  complexity 
semen  analysis  requires  specialized 
knowledge  of  the  microscopic 
characteristics  of  sperm  including 
morphology,  maturation,  and  motility. 
The  procedure  requires  extensive 
training  and  experience  and  a  high  level 
of  interpretive  skill.  Additionally,  we 
have  included  the  moderately  complex 
qualitative  post  coital  direct 
examinatirm  of  vaginal  or  cervical 
mucus  as  one  of  the  tests  in  the  newly 
created  subcategory,  "Physidan- 
Performed  Microscopy."  as  defined  in 
HSQ-202-FC  (58  FR  5215). 

Comments  on  Chemistry  Tests 

Comment:  A  few  commenters 
requested  clarification. on  which 
pregnancy  test  procedures  are  waived. 

Response:  Only  urine  pregnancy  tests 
that  utilize  visual  color  comparison  to 
determine  results  are  waived  tests.  All 
serum  and  whole  blood  pregnancy  tests, 
and  urine  pregnancy  tests  by  methods 
other  than  visual  color  comparison  are 
non-waived  procedures. 

Comment:  One  commenter  stated  that 
there  is  no  sdentific  reason  to 
differentiate  between  the  non-waived 
visual  HCG  procedures  and  the  other 
visually  interpreted  qualitative  urine 
HCG  procedures. 

Response:  Most  of  the  non-waived 
qualitative  urine  pregnancy  test 
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procedures  that  determine  results  by 
visual  comparison  (interpretation)  are 
slide  card  agglutination  tests  or 
precipitation  tests.  These  procedures 
usually  require  the  analyst  to  observe  a 
slide  card  or  tube  for  the  presence  or 
absence  of  agglutination.  The  ability  to 
distinguish  a  weak  jMttem  of 
agglutination  from  the  absence  of 
agglutination  is  essential  for  reliable  test 
results  and  it  was  concluded  that  some 
training  and  interpretation  or  judgment 
are  reqmred  for  the  analyst  to  properly 
perform  these  tests. 

Comment:  A  commenter  felt  that  the 
color  comparison  serum  pregnancy  test 
should  1m  reclassified  from  moderate 
complexity  to  waived  because  it  is  an 
extension  of  a  physical  examination  as 
performed  by  a  physician. 

Response:  Serum  color  comparison 
pregnancy  tests  have  been  classified,  in 
general,  as  moderate  complexity  tests. 
Where  and  by  whom  a  test  is  performed 
does  not  impact  on  the  complexity  of 
the  procediure. 

Comment:  A  number  of  commenters 
objected  to  specific  HDL  procedures 
being  classified  as  high  complexity.  The 
commenters  felt  that  these  procedures 
should  be  reclassified  to  moderate 
complexity  because  they  are  part  of  a 
lipid  panel  and  that  HDL  should  be  the 
same  complexity  as  the  other 
components  of  the  lipid  panel.  Some 
commenters  objected  to  the  placement 
of  a  few  HDL  procedures,  that  did  not 
include  the  phase  for  precipitation  of 
VLDL  and  LDL.  in  the  moderate 
complexity  category  while  other 
pnx^ures  that  did  include  this 
retreatment  phase  were  placed  in  the 
igh  complexity  category.  Commenters 
felt  that  this  pretieatment  phase  was  not 
sufficiently  complicated  to  warrant 
placing  the  procedure  in  high 
complexity.  On  the  other  hand,  a 
combined  comment  from  a  few 
laboratory  professional  organizations 
stated  that  the  HDL  procedure  had  been 
correctly  placed  in  Mgh  complexity 
based  on  the  sample  pretreatment 
procedure. 

Response:  During  the  categorization 
process.  CDC  scored  most  HDL 
procedures  as  high  complexity.  CDC  felt 
that  the  HDL  sample  pretreatment 
phase,  performed  to  remove  VLDL  tmd 
LDL  prior  to  analysis,  did  make  the 
analytic  procedure  for  this  analyte 
difierent  than  the  analytic  procedure  for 
other  analytes.  The  removal  of  VLDL 
and  LDL  ^m  the  sample  is  a  critical 
phase  in  the  procedure  and  involves 
additional  steps  that  require  proper 
training,  experience,  and  judgment  to 
distinguish  a  supernatant  that  is 
acceptable  for  testing.  The  accuracy  of 
the  test  result  depends  primarily  on  the 


complete  removal  of  VLDL  and  LDL 
from  the  sample.  A  cloudy  supernatant, 
indicating  incomplete  removd  of  VLDL 
and  LDL,  frequently  occurs  and  the  first 
decision  an  analyst  might  make,  and  the 
one  often  recommend^  by  a 
manufacturer,  is  to  simply  repeat  the 
precipitation  procedure.  Quite  often, 
however,  the  decision-making  process 
must  continue  beyond  this  fimt  phase. 

If  a  cloudy  precipitant  remains  after 
repeating  the  sample  preparation  phase, 
the  analyst  may  be  requi^  to  double 
the  amount  of  precipitating  reagent 
added  to  the  original  sample  or  to  use 
ultracentrifugation  techniques  to  arrive 
at  an  acceptable  supernatant.  The 
“bottom  Iffie”  decision  that  must  be 
made  by  the  analyst  is  not  to  continue 
the  assay  on  a  cloudy  precipitant.  When 
the  complexity  of  this  pretreatment 
phase  was  added  to  the  complexity  of 
the  imderlying  procedure  for  the 
instrument,  the  total  score  usually 
placed  the  procedure  in  the  high 
complexity  category.  Because  the 
sample  pretreatment  step  is  so  crucial  to 
the  HDL  procedure,  higher  scores 
seemed  appropriate  for  the  criterions 
“Training  and  Experience”, 
“Characteristics  of  Operational  Steps”, 
and  “Interpretation  and  Judgment”. 

Due  to  the  substantive  comments 
received  from  the  public,  regarding  HDL 
complexity  categorization,  this  issue 
was  presented  to  the  Clinical  Laboratory 
Improvement  Advisory  Committee 
(CLIAC),  for  advice  and 
recommendation.  CLIAC  did  not  have  a 
consensus  opinion  on  the  correct 
categorization  for  these  tests,  therefore, 
this  issue  was  reviewed  by  the  CLIAC 
subcommittee  on  test  categorization. 
Upon  review,  the  subcommittee  felt  that 
the  scores  for  two  criteria.  “Training 
and  Experience”  and  “Interpretation 
and  Judgment”,  were  too  high  for  some 
of  the  automated  HDL  procedures. 
Therefore,  it  was  recommended  by  the 
subcommittee,  and  accepted  by  the  full 
CLIAC,  that  CDC  reevaluate  automated 
HDL  procedures  and  adjust  the  assigned 
score  in  those  criteria  from  “3”  to  “2” 
for  certain  HDL  procedures.  As  a  result 
of  these  score  adjustments,  the 
following  procediues  have  been 
recategorized  frnm  high  complexity  to 
moderate  complexity:  Ames  Seralyzer 
III,  Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000,  Du  Pont  Analyst.  EM  Diagnostic 
Systems  Easy  Plus  (automated  sample 
pretreatment),  EM  Diagnostic  System 
Easy  ST  (automated  sample 
pretreatment).  Electronucleonics  Gem- 
Profiler,  Electronucleonics  Gemini, 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar, 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  B,  Kodak 
Ektachem  250,  Kodak  Ektachem  400, 


Kodak  Ektachem  500,  Kodak  Ektachem 
700,  Kodak  Ektachem  700  P,  Kodak 
Ektachem  700  XR,  and  the  Kodak 
Ektachem  DT  60. 

Conunent:  A  few  commenters 
objected  to  specific  Iron  Binding 
Capacity  (IBC)  procedures  being 
classified  as  high  complexity,  '^e 
commenters  felt  that  these  procedures 
should  be  reclassified  to  moderate 
complexity. 

Response:  The  BBC  procedure  that  is 
categorized  as  high  includes  a  sample 
preparation  process  in  which  all  iron 
binding  sites  on  transferrin  in  the 
sample  are  saturated  with  iron.  This 
process  is  followed  by  the  removal  of 
excess  iron  by  adsorption.  The 
supernatant,  left  behind  after  the 
adsorption  of  excess  iron,  is  then 
assayed  for  iron  and  is  termed  the  iron 
binding  capacity.  This  sample 
pretreatment  increases  the  complexity 
of  the  procedural  steps  and  requires 
training  and  judgment  to  determine  the 
requirements  for  complete  saturation, 
and  to  correctly  interpret  the  results  of 
the  IBC  in  relation  to  previous  iron 
results.  This  sample  pretreatment  step 
must  be  performed  manually  by  the 
analyst  and  is  a  critical  part  of  the  IBC 
procedure.  When  all  of  these  issue  were 
considered  in  the  scoring  process,  most 
IBC  procedures  scored  as  high 
complexity. 

Comment:  Many  commenters  felt  that 
multi-channel  chemistry  analyzers 
should  be  reclassified  from  moderate  to 
high  complexity. 

Response:  In  general,  the  analytic 
processes  of  most  multi-channel  and 
multi-analyte  chemistry  analyzers  are 
fully  automated  and  require  no  operator 
intervention.  The  extent  of  pre-analytic 
and  post-analytic  intervention  is  usually 
restricted  to  limited  reagent  preparation, 
interaction  with  computerize 
components  to  initiate  the  analytic 
process,  and  limited  interpretation  of 
results.  Troubleshooting  and 
maintenance  generally  require  a 
moderate  level  of  technical  skill  and 
decision-making  as  the  analyst  often 
follows  the  manufacturer’s  flow  charts 
and  procedures.  The  level  of  complexity 
for  all  seven  criteria  was  thoroughly 
evaluated  for  every  instrument,  and 
many  fully  automated  chemistry 
analyzers,  whether  multi-channel  or 
multi-analyte,  were  graded  as  moderate 
complexity. 

Comment:  A  laboratory  professional 
organization  questioned  why  RIA 
procedures  are  high  complexity  while 
ELA  procedures  are  moderate 
complexity.  They  felt  both  procedures 
require  the  same  amount  of  analytical 
skill  and  judgment. 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  141  /  Monday,  July  26,  1993  /  Notices 


39877 


Response:  Since  each  test  system, 
assay,  or  examination  was  evaluated 
independently  for  its  complexity,  some 
ElA  procedures  were  graded  as 
moderate  complexity  while  others  were 
graded  as  high  complexity.  For  example, 
a  solid  phase  EIA  agglutination 
procedure  does  not  require  the  same 
level  of  training  or  interpretation  as  an 
EIA  procedure  by  micro  well  chamber 
method.  All  RIA  test  systems,  assays,  or 
examinations  were  also  individually 
evaluated  for  complexity,  but  they  ^d 
not  have  as  much  variety  in  procedures 
as  did  the  EIA  test  systems,  assays,  and 
examinations.  Also,  the  proper  handling 
and  disposal  of  the  radioactive  materials 
that  are  part  of  the  RIA  procedures 
require  additional  training  and  adds  to 
the  complexity  of  the  procedure. 

Comment:  A  physician,  who  is 
currently  using  a  manual  EIA  procedure 
for  Prostatic  Specific  Antigen  (PSA),  felt 
that  manual  EIA  procedures  for  PSA 
should  be  reclassified  horn  high  to 
moderate  complexity.  He  stated  that  his 
staff  was  able  to  perform  these 
procedures  without  problems  and  a  high 
complexity  categorization  would  limit 
his  practice. 

Response:  The  manual  EIA  tests  for 
PSA  are  complex  manual  procedures 
with  multiple  steps  in  the  analytic 
process.  The  proc^ures  require 
extensive  andyst  training  for  proper 
performance  and  coordination  of  these 
steps,  which  include  exact  pipetting, 
timed  incubation  and  efficient  bead 
washing.  Extensive  judgment  and 
interpretive  skill  are  required  to 
evaluate  results,  resolve  technical 
problems  and  determine  the  need  for 
repeat  testing. 

Laboratories  in  physician’s  offices  can 
continue  to  perform  these  procedures 
provided  they  comply  with  CLIA 
regulations  for  laboratories  performing 
high  complexity  tests. 

Corrections  to  Previous  Publications  of 
Test  Categorizations 

The  following  corrections  to  the  list  of 
test  systems,  assays  and  examinations 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
February  28.  July  8.  August  28.  and 
September  2. 1992  were  made  based  on 
supplemental  information  provided  by 
the  commenters  during  the  comment 
period,  new  information  submitted  by 
manufacturers  or  as  a  result  of 
correction  of  data  entry  errors. 

Recategorizations 

Technicon  Hi  and  H6000 

The  Technicon  Hi  and  H6000  for 
hemoglobin,  hematocrit,  white  blood 
cell  count,  red  blood  cell  count,  platelet 
count  and  white  blood  cell  differential 


was  recategorized  from  high  to  moderate 
complexity.  ’This  change  in  complexity 
is  a  result  of  information  suppli^  by 
the  manufacturer  of  the  Technicon  Hi 
and  H6000  indicating  that,  for  normal 
operation,  the  analyst  is  not  required  to 
interpret  a  histogram  to  arrive  at  a  final 
test  result.  The  instruments  have  a 
direct  read-out  systems  for  all  analytes. 

Direct  Antiglobulin  Tube  Tests 

Direct  Antiglobulin  tube  tests  in 
immunohematology  were  recategorized 
from  high  to  moderate  complexity.  This 
recategorization  was  due  to  the 
correction  of  a  data  entry  error  and  not 
due  to  a  decision  to  recategorize  based 
on  supplemental  information. 

Wampole  Streptonase  B  and  Immuno- 
Mycologics  YA-Crypto 

Wampole  Streptonase  B  and  Immuno- 
Mycologics  YA-Crypto  have  been 
recategorized  finm  high  to  moderate 
complexity.  After  reevaluation,  it  was 
determined  that  while  some  training 
and  experience  are  required  in  pipetting 
a  small  volume  to  accurately  perform 
these  test  procedures,  the  procedural 
steps  are  not  complicated,  and  the 
judgment  and  interpretation  required  to 
determine  the  results  and  resolve 
technical  problems  is  not  extensive. 
Therefore,  these  test  systems  were 
rescored  and,  as  a  result,  were 
recategorized  as  moderate  complexity 
tests. 

All  Manual  Isohemagglutinin  Titrations. 
Untreated  Serum  and  Dade  Lectin-H  - 
RBC,  Qualitative 

All  Manual  Isohemagglutinin 
Titrations,  imtreated  serum  and  Dade 
Lectin-H  -  RBC.  qualitative  have  been 
recategOrized  from  high  to  moderate 
complexity.  After  consultation  with 
laboratory  professionals  and 
reevaluation  of  the  test  procedures,  it 
was  determined  that  the  level  of  skill 
required  to  perform  these  procedures  is 
not  as  specialized  or  technically 
complex  as  was  originally  determined. 
After  rescoring,  these  procedures  were 
recategorized  as  moderate  complexity 
tests. 

Diagnostics  Stago  ST4  for  Fibrinogen 

Diagnostics  Stago  ST4  for  fibrinogen 
has  b^n  recategorized  from  high  to 
moderate  complexity.  This  change  in 
complexity  is  due  to  the  correction  of  a 
data  entry  error.  It  is  not  based  on  a 
decision  to  recategorize  the  test 
procedure. 

All  Manual  Reticulocyte  Count  Test 
Systems  and  Procedures 

All  Manual  Reticulocyte  Count  Test 
Systems  and  Procedures  have  been 


recategorized  from  high  to  moderate 
complexity.  While  the  procedure  for  the 
manual  reticulocyte  count  requires 
microscopic  examination  to  distinguish 
and  enumerate  the  stained  reticulocyte, 
it  was  determined  upon  reevaluation 
that  the  level  of  knowledge,  judgement, 
and  interpretation  is  no  more  extensive 
than  that  needed  to  perform  a  "normal” 
differential.  Therefore,  for  consistency 
in  the  test  categorization  process,  the 
scores  for  these  criterion  were  adjiisted, 
which  resulted  in  an  overall  lowering  of 
the  total  score  and  subsequent 
recategorization  from  high  to  moderate 
complexity. 

Seradyn  Glycotrak  for  Glycosylated 
Hemoglobin 

Seradyn  Glycotrak  for  Glycosylated 
Hemoglobin  has  been  recategorized 
firom  high  to  moderate  complexity.  This 
test  system  was  originally  graded  as  a 
high  complexity  procedure  because  it 
was  perceived  as  requiring  extensive 
knowledge,  training  and  experience  to 
perform  a  series  of  complex  steps. 
However,  after  the  review  of  new 
information  submitted  to  the  CDC  by 
Seradyn,  and  reevaluation  of  the 
procedure  by  laboratory  professionals,  it 
was  determined  that  while  knowledge, 
training,  and  experience  are  required, 
they  are  not  as  extensive  as  first 
considered,  and  that  the  steps  and 
complexity  of  the  procedure  itself  are 
limited  in  scope.  After  rescoring,  this 
test  system  was  recategorized  as 
moderate  complexity. 

Ciba  Coming  170  and  the  Ciba  Coming 
178  Analyzers 

The  Ciba  Coming  170  and  the  Ciba 
Coming  178  analyzers  for  blood  gas 
with  pH  have  been  recategorized  from 
high  to  moderate  complexity.  This 
change  in  complexity  is  the  result  of 
information  supplied  by  the 
manufactiirer  of  the  Cib«  Coming 
analyzers  indicating  that,  when  using 
these  models,  the  analyst  is  not  required 
to  manually  flush  lines,  calibrate 
parameters  or  introduce  the  sample  in  a 
manner  that  is  any  more  complex  than 
routine'sample  introduction  into  any 
blood  gas  instmment. 

Sysmex  R-1000 

The  Sysmex  R-IOOO,  an  automated 
instmment  for  reticulocyte  counts  has 
been  recategorized  from  high  to 
moderate  complexity.  Information 
supplied  by  the  manufacturer  indicated 
that,  for  normal  operation,  the  analyst  is 
not  required  to  interpret  a  histogram  to 
arrive  at  a  final  result.  The  instrument 
has  a  direct  read-out  for  total 
reticulocyte  count. 
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Becton  Dickinson  BBL-Tube  Test,  the 
Dift»  Bacto>Tube  Test  and  the  Gamma 
Biologicals  Tube  Test  for  febrile 
agglutinins: 

The  Becton  Dickinson  BBLrTube  Test, 
the  Difco  Bacto-Tube  Test  and  the 
Gamma  Biologicals  Tube  Test  tat  f^Kile 
agglutinins  have  ail  been  recategorised 
from  high  to  moderate  complexity.  After 
consultatimi  with  laboratory 
professionals  and  reevaluation  of 
information  from  manufecturers,  it  was 
determined  that  the  level  of  skill 
required  to  perform  these  procedures 
was  not  as  specialized  nor  were  the 
procedures  as  complex  as  originally 
determined. 

The  Gen-Probe  Pace2  test  System  for 
Neisserio  Gonoirhoeae 
The  Gen-Probe  Pace2  test  system  fm 
Neisseria  gonoirhoeae  in  bacteriology 
has  been  recategorized  from  moderate  to 
high  complexity.  Supplemental 
information  on  this  test  system  was 
received  from  laboratory  professionals 
with  experience  performing  the 
procedure  and  was  verified  through 
product  inserts  submitted  by  the 
manufacturer.  Based  on  this 
information,  the  procedure  was 
determined  to  be  technically  complex 
with  multiple  steps  that  include 
extensive  sample  and  reagent 
preparation,  precise  temperature  control 
and  exact  timing  requirements. 
Additionally,  the  complexity  of  the  test 
requires  a  higher  level  of  training  and 
experience  to  perform  the  procedure 
than  was  originally  indicated. 

The  Vitek  Systems  Vidas  for  Respiratory 
Syncytial  Virus  and  Chlamydia 

The  Vitek  Systems  Vidas  for 
respiratory  syncytial  virus  and 
Chlamydia  lias  been  recategorized  firom 
moderate  to  high  complexity. 
Supplemental  information  on  this  test 
system  was  received  from  laboratory 
professionals  with  experience 
performing  the  procedure  and  was 
verifted  through  product  inserts 
submitted  by  the  manufacturer.  Based 
on  this  information,  the  procedure  for 
preparation  of  the  sample  before  placing 
on  the  Vidas  instrument  was 
determined  to  be  technically  complex 
with  multiple  steps  that  included 
volumetric  addition  of  reagents,  precise 
temperature  control,  exact  timing 
requirements  and  mechanical  vortexing. 
The  complexity  of  the  procedure  for 
sample  preparation  also  requires  a 
higher  level  of  training  and  experience 
than  was  originally  indicated. 

Deletions 

Based  on  supplemental  information 
supplied  by  manufacturers,  the 


follo%ving  test  system/analyte  entries 
have  been  deleted  from  the  list.  The 
original  entries  were  in  error  as  the 
analytes  listed  below  are  not  available 
on  the  test  systems  indicated: 

Test  System:  Du  Pont  ACA 
Analyte:  Cyclosporin 
Test  System:  Du  Pont  ACA  IV 
Analyte:  Cyclosporin,  Sodium,  Potassium 
Test  System:  Du  Pont  ACA  V 
Andyte:  Cyclosporin 

Test  System:  Bio^em  Laboratory  Systems 
ATAC6000 

Analyte:  Fructosamine,  Lactate 
Dehydrogenase  Heart  Fraction  (LDH-1), 
Phenoba^ital,  Salicylate 
Test  System:  Mallinckrodt  Gem  6  Plus 
Analyte:  Sodium 
Test  System:  Abbott  IMX 
AmUyte:  Testosterone 
Test  System:  Beckman  Synchron  CX  3 
An^yte:  Bilirubin,  Direct,  Bilirubin,  Total, 
Crratine  Kinase.  Protein.  Total 
Test  System:  Becton  Dickinson  (^C 11 
Analyte:  Hemoglobin 
Test  System:  Abb^  TDX  Fix 
Analyte:  HDL  Cholesterol 

The  following  test  system/analyte 
entries  have  been  deleted  because  they 
are  not  FDA  approved  for  the  test 
system  indicate  or  are  available  for 
research  purposes  only: 

Test  System:  Labsystenis  Bordetella  pertussis 
IgGElAKit 

Analyte:  Bordetella  pertussis  Antibodies 
Test  System:  Labsystems  CMV  IgG  EIA  Kit 
Analyte:  Cytomegalovirus  Antibodies 
Test  System:  Labsystems  CMV  IgM  EIA  Kit 
Analyte:  CytcMnegalovirus  Antibodies 
Test  System:  Labsystems  Rubella  IgM  EIA  Kit 
Analyte:  Rubella  Antibodies 
Test  System:  Labsystems  Tetanus  Toxoid  EIA 
Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Tetanus  toxoid  Antibodies 
Test  System:  Labsystems  Toxoplasma  gondii 
IgGElAKit 

Analyte:  Toxoplasma  gondii  Antibodies 
Test  System:  Kent  Radial  Immunodiffusion 
Test 

Analyte:  Complement  C2 
Test  System:  Sorin  Biomedica  l^-HA-IgMK 
Analyte:  Hepatitis  A  Virus  Antibodies 
Test  System:  Incstar  Fluoro-Kit 
Analyte:  Anti-Brush  Border  Antibodies, 
Anti-Canalicular  Antibodies,  Anti- 
Reticulin  Antibodies,  Anti-Ribosomal 
Antibodies 

Test  System:  Sysmex  CA-5000 
Analyte:  Prothrombin  Time  (PT),  Activated 
Partial  Thromboplastin  Time  (AFTT) 

Test  System:  Abbott  IMX 
Analyte:  Folate  (Folic  Acid),  Hepatitis  B 
Surface  Antigen  (HBsAg),  Glycosylated 
Hemoglobin  (Hgb  AlC),  Hepatitis  B  Core 
Antibody 

Test  System:  Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems 
ATAC6000 

Analyte:  Carcinoembryonic  Antigen  (CEA), 
Prostatic  Acid  Phosphatase  (PAP). 
Prostatic  Specific  Antigen  (I^A) 

Test  System:  Diamedix  T-Uptake  Microassay 


Analyte:  Triiodothyronine  Uptake  (T3U) 
(TU) 

Test  System:  Diamedix  Thyroxine  (T4) 
Microassay 

Ano/yte;  Thyroxine  (T4) 

Test  System:  Biolog  MicroStation  S3rstem 
Anal^:  Aerobic  k  Anaerobic  Oi^ninn- 
unlimited  sources 

Test  System:  Diagnostic  Products  Corp. 
PathoDx  Strep  B 
Analyte:  Streptoccous,  group  B 
Test  System:  Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL 
Monarch  Plus 

Analyte:  Alpha-l-Antitrypsin 

The  following  test  system  with  its 
associated  analytes  has  been  deleted 
because  it  is  not  FDA  approved  for 
market  in  the  United  States: 

Test  System:  Du  Pont  ACA  SX 
Analyte:  Antithrombin  in  (ATUl),  Fifein 
Split  Products  (Fibrin  Degradation), 
Fibrinogen,  Heparin.  Plasminogen 

The  following  analyte/test  systems 
have  been  deleted  bemuse  the  analyte 
as  listed  is  not  reported  as  a  “stand 
alone”  analyte  for  that  system: 

Analyte:  pH 

Test  System:  AVL  987-S,  Beckman 
LABLYTE  820,  Ciba  Coming  634, 

Coulter  FLEXLYTE 

Note:  On  the  above  systems,  the  relevant 
analyte  is  ionized  calcium  and  the  pH  is 
measured  for  purposes  of  calculation  only. 
Analyte:  Heparin 

Test  System:  International  Technidyne 
Factor  VI,  International  Technidyne 
Hemochron  400,  Interoaticmal 
Technidyne  Hemochron  401, 
International  Technidyne  Honochron 
800,  International  Tedhnidyne 
Hemochron  801 

Note:  On  the  above  systems,  the  relevant 
analytes  are  heparin  dose  response  (HDR) 
and  heparin/protamine  titration  (HPT). 

The  following  analyte/test  systems 
have  been  deleted  berause  these 
procedures  do  not  meet  the  applicability 
provisions  of  the  CLIA  law: 

Analyte:  Eye  Cornea  Integrity 
Test  System:  Slit  Lamp  Bimnicroscopy 
Specular  Microscopy 

The  following  test  svstem/analytes 
were  incorrectly  listed  as  moderate 
complexity.  They  have  been  deleted 
from  the  test  list  and  placed  in  the 
waived  category: 

Test  System:  Kodak  SureCell  hCG 
Analyte:  HCG,  Urine,  Qualitative 
Test  System:  NMS  Pharmaceuticals  COT 
Oblation  Test 

Analyte:  Luteinizing  Hmnone  (LH) 

The  following  are  corrections  to 
manufacturer’s  names  and  products: 

From:  Sequoia  Turner  Qearview  HOG 
To:  Wampole  Clearview  HOG 
From:  LEO  Diagnostics  Hemocue 
To:  HemoCua  Hemoglt^n  System 
From:  Medical  Technology  Carp.  d-Chem 
To:  Photost  Diagnostics  d-Chem  (and)  Access 
Medical  Systems  d-Chem 
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^rom:  Qba  Coming  Flame  Photometer 
To;  Ciba  Coming  480  (and)  Qba  Coming  654 
From:  Advanced  Icstiuments  Osmometer 
To:  Advanced  Instruments  Wide  Range 
Osmometer  3W2 

From:  Wescor  Vapw  Pressure  Osmometer 
To:  Wescor  5500  Vapor  Pressure  Osmometer 
(and)  Wescor  5500XR  Vapor  Pressure 
Osmometer 
From:  3M  •  *  • 

To;  BioWbittaker3M*  *  * 

From:  Whittaker  Bioproducts  •  *  • 

To.  BioWbittaker*  •  • 

From:  Virotech  EUSA  Antibody  Test 
To;  Bio-Medical  Virotech  ELISA  Antibody 
Test 

From;  Diamedix  Microassay  Test  Set 
To;  Diamedix  *  *  *  (specihc  kit  name) 

From:  Dupont  *  •  * 

To;  Du  Pont  •  •  • 

From:  General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot 
Preconception  Screening  Panel 
To;  General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  TORCH 
Test 

From:  Incstar  Clin-EUSA  Test  System 
To;  Incstar  Clin-EUSA  •  •  *  (specific  kit 
name) 

From:  Medix  Biotech  EIA  Test  Kit 
To;  Medix  Biotech  Visual  hCG-M  Pregnancy 
Test 

From:  Olympus  PK1700  Automated 
Pretransfiuion  Blood  Test  System 
To;  Olympus  PK7100  Automated 
Pretransfusion  Blood  Test  System 
From:  Ramco  EIA  Test  Kit 
To;  Ramco  Spectro  Ferritin 
From:  Sanofi/Kaliestad  QH  300 
To;  Sanofi/Kaliestad  QM  300 
From:  Seradyn  Manual  Urea  (BUN) 

Procedure  (and)  Seradyn  Manual  Glucose 
Procedure  (and)  Seradyn  Manual  Uric  Acid 
Procedure 

To;  Seradyn  Manual  (spectrophoto/ 
colorimetric)  Determination 
From:  Sigma  EIA  Test  Kit 
To;  Sigma  SIA  *  •  •  (specific  kit  name) 
From:  Syva  Emit  Qst  Acetaminophen  Assay 
To;  Syva  Qstat/Qst  System 

For  the  purpose  of  clarification,  the 
qualifiers  attached  to  the  following  test 
systems  have  been  changed: 

From:  Haemoscope  Thromboelastograph 
(qualitative  procedure) 

To:  Haemoscope  Thromboelastograph  (visual 
result) 

From:  Haemoscope  Thromboelastograph 
(quantitative  procedure) 

To;  Haemoscope  Thromboelastograph 
(calculated  result) 

From:  Logos  elvi  816  BI  Clot  (qualitative 
procedure) 

To;  Logos  elvi  816  BI  Clot  (visual  result) 
From:  Logos  elvi  816  BI  Clot  (quantitative 
procedure) 

To;  Logos  elvi  816  BI  Clot  (calculated  result) 
From;  Sienco  SONOCLOT  Coagulation 
Analyzer  (qualitative  procedure) 

To;  Sienco  ^NCXILOT  Coagulation 
Analyzer  (visual  result) 

From:  Sienco  SONOCLOT  Coagulation 
Analyzer  (quantitative  procedure) 

To;  Sienco  ^NOCLOT  Coagulation 
Analyzer  (calculated  result) 

From;  Sienco  SONOCLOT  11  Surgical 
Analyzer  (qualitative  procedure) 


To;  Sienco  SONOCLOT  11  Surgical  Analyzer 
(visual  result) 

From;  Sienco  SONOCLOT  n  Surgical 
Analyzer  (quantitative  procedure) 

To;  Sienco  ^NOCLOT II  Surgical  Analyzer 
(calculated  result) 

Additional  minor  editorial  and 
spelling  corrections  have  been  made  to 
the  compiled  test  list  included  with  this 
Notice. 

Dated:  July  15. 1963. 

Philip  R.  Lee, 

Assistant  Secrotary  for  Health. 

List  of  Test  Systems,  Assays  and 
Examinations  Categorized  by 
Complexity 

The  test  categorization  scoring 
scheme  was  based  on  an  assessment  of 
the  complexity  of  the  operation  of  the 
test  procedure  and  not  on  an  evaluation 
of  data  documenting  the  procedure’s 
performance  over  time.  Tlierefore,  the 
categorization  of  a  test  system,  assay  or 
examination  as  moderate  or  high 
complexity  should  not  be  interpreted  as 
an  indication  of  the  acceptability  or 
unacceptability  of  the  accuracy, 
precision  or  overall  performance  of  the 
procedure. 

List  of  Previously  Unpublished 
Categorizations 

This  list  of  previously  unpublished 
categorizations  is  subject  to  a  30  day 
comment  period.  These  test  systems, 
assays  and  examinations  are  also 
included  in  the  compiled  list  at  the  end 
of  this  Notice. 

Complexity:  Moderate 

Speciality/Subspeciality:  Bacteriology 

Analjrte:  Aerobic  Organiuns  From  Urine 
Specimens  Only 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Solar  Biologicals  SOLAR-CULT  (colony 
count  only) 

Troy  Biologicals  Bacti-Bio  General  Plate 
(colony  count  only) 

Analyte:  Aerobk/Anaerobk  Organisms — 
Endocervical 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Gram  Stain  Procedures — ^Endocervical 
only 

Analyte:  Gardnerella  Vaginalis 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

MicroProbe  Affirm  VP  Microbial 
Identification  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Helicobacter  Pylori 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Delta  West  CLO  test 

Analyte:  N.  Gonorrhoeae  (From  Urogenital 
or  Rectal  Only) 


Test  System,  Assay.  Examination  1 

All  Presumpt  ID  Using  Select.  Media,  ! 

Oxidase,  ft  Gm  Stain 

Analyte:  Neiaaaia  Meningitidis,  Group  A 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  N.  Meningitidis  Test 
(direct  antigen) 

Analyte:  Neiaseria  Meningitidis,  Group  C 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  N.  Meningitidis  Test 
(direct  antigen) 

Analyte:  Neiaseria  Meningitidis,  Group 
W135 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  N.  Meningitidis  Test 
(direct  antigen) 

Analyte:  Neiaseria  Meningitidis.  Group  Y 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  N.  Meningitidis  Test 
(direct  antigen) 

Analyte:  Str^ococcus,  Group  A 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TestPack  Plus  Strep  A  (direct  antigen/ 
visual) 

Analyte:  Streptococcus,  Group  A  (From 
Throat  Only) 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
All  Presumpt.  ID  w/Selective  Media, 
Hemolysis  ft  Bacitracin 

Analyte:  Streptococcus,  Group  B 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Pacific  Biotech  Cards  O.S.  Strep  B  (direct 
antigen/visual) 

Speciality/Subspeciality:  General  Chemistry 

Analyte:  S'Nucleotidaae 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchion  CX  4 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 
Boehnnger  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 
Qba  Coming  550  Express 
Coulter  Dacos 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Electronucleonics  Gemini 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar  II 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis  21 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Rordie  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  PARA 

Roche  Cobas  FARA II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  2000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 
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Analyte:  Acaloaoatete 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Roche  Cobes  PARA  n 
Analyte:  AcetykholinnAlioHne 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Olympus  RepIy/AU560 
Analyte:  Add  Phoaphataae 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Qba  Coming  550  Express 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis  21 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5000 

Olympus  AU  5021 

Olympus  AU  5031 

Olympus  AU  5061 

Olympus  AU  5121 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Rciche  Cobai  Bio 

Technicon  AXON 

Technicon  RA  2000 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Alanine  Aminotransferase  (ALT) 
(SGPT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Analyte:  ABwimin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadd  911 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  Reply/AU560 

Analyte:  Aldolase 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 
Roche  C^bas  PARA  II 

Analyte:  Alkaline  Mioqihataee  (ALP) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  911 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Analyte:  Alpha-2-HS-GIycoprotein 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Roche  Cobas  PARA  11 

Analyte:  Alpha-Hydnnqrbidyrate 
Dehydrogenase  (HBDH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Rodie  Cobas  PARA  II 

Technicon  RA  2000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Anal3rte:  Ammonia.  Plasma/Sorum 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitadii  705 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 
Qba  Coming  570  Alliance 
Coulter  Dacos 

Electronuclecmics  Gem-Profilw 

Electronucleonics  Gemini 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  EL  Genesis  21 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympiu  Reply/AU560 

Rciche  Cobas  Bio 

Technicon  AXCN4 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  2000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Amylase 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum 

Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  911 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Analyte:  Angtotansin  Convarting  Enzyme 
(ACE) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  717 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 

Qba  Coming  550  Express 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar 

Electnmuclecmics  Gemstar  D 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply 

Ro^e  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  PARA 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  2000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Apolipoprotein  A1 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100 

BioAutoMed  ASCA 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 


Qba  Coming  550  Express 

Coulter  Dacos 

Coulter  Optichem  100 

Coulter  Optichem  120 

Coulter  Optichem  180 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar  D 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5000 

Olympus  AU  5121 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/AU560 

Rcidie  Cobas  Bio 

Technicon  Assist 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  2000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Aiial]rta:  Apolipoprotein  B 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Synclmm  CX  5 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  S)rstenis  ATAC  2000/ 
2100 

BioAutoMed  ASCA 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  736 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 

Boehringw  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 

Qba  Coming  550  Express 

Coulter  Dacos 

Coulter  Optichem  100 

Coulter  Optichem  120 

Coultor  Optichem  180 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5000 

Olympus  AU  5121 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roidie  Cobas  Bio 

Technicon  Assist 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  2000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Aspartate  Aminotransferase  (AST) 
(SCOT) 

Test  System,  Asssy,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 
Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Analyte:  Beta-Hydraxybntyrate 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum 
Abbott  VP 
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Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 
Instnunentation  Labmatory  IL  Genesis  21 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  Reply 
Olympus  RepIy/AU560 
Te^nicon  FLA  2000 
Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Bilirubin,  Diiuct 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examinotim 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis  21 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Analytr  Bilirubin,  Neonatal 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Roche  C^bas  FARA 11 

Analyte:  Bilirubin,  Total 
Test  Systmn,  Assay,  Examination 

Boehringa*  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Instrumentation  Labcnatory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Analyte:  Blood  Gasea  witti  pH 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Radiometer  ABL  50 

Analyte:  C-Reecdve  Protein  (CRP) 

Test  System  Assay,  Examination 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Analyte:  Calduos,  leniied 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ciba  Coming  288 

Analyte:  Calcium,  Total 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/AU560 

Analyte:  Carbon  Dioxide,  Total  (002) 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/AU560 
Tedinicon  Assist 

Analyte:  Caiboxyhemoglobin 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  282 
Analjrte:  Cerebroepinal  Fluid  Protein  (CSF) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 


Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 

Analyte:  Ckletide 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  911 

Ciba  Corning  288 

EM  Diagnostic  Sjrstems  EPOS 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reidy/AU560 

Tedmicon  Assist 

Analyte:  Cbelesterel 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  911 
Cbematics  CHEMCARD  Cholesterol  Test 
(wheel) 

CSiematics  CHEMCARD  Cholesterol  Test 
(window) 

Instrumentatton  Laboratoiy  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Analyte:  Cholineeterase 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum 
Abbott  VP 
BioAutoMed  ASCA 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Coulter  Daoos 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler 

Electronucleonics  Gemini 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar 

Instrumentatioa  Labmatory  IL  Genesis  21 

Instrumentation  LalxHatOTy  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Rciche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Technicon  Assist 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  2000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Cholyglyclna  (Bile  Adds) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum 
Abbott  VP 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 

Gba  Coming  550  Express 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar  n 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentatirm  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Rodie  C^bas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  PARA 

Technicon  Assist 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  2000 


Technicon  RA  500 
Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Cortiaol 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  Stratus  Ilntelled 
Setono  Diagnostics  SR  1 

Analyte:  Creatine  ¥hiaaa  (CK) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Analyte:  Creatina  Xinaee  MB  Fractkm 
(CKMB) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum 
Baxter  Stratus  Dntellect 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  736 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  911 
Du  Pont  ACA  in  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
System 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
System 

Du  Pont  ACA  V  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
System 

Electronucleonics  Gemini 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar  n 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Labmatory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Demand 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS 

Roche  Gibas  Bio 

Technicon  AXON 

Technicon  Assist 

Analyte:  Creatinine 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/AU560 

Analyte:  Estradiol 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1 

Analyte:  Ferritin 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examinatian 

Baxter  Stratus  lintellect 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1 

Analyte:  Folate  (Folic  acid) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus 
Baxter  Stratus  II 
Baxter  Stratus  Ilntelled 

Analyte:  Follicle  Stimulating  Hormone  (FSH) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  Stratus  Ilntelled 
Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1 
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Analyto:  FructoMmiiw 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum 
Abbott  VP 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Roche  Cobas  Bio 
Technicon  RA 1000 
Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Gamma  Glutamyl  Transferase 
(GGT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringw  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis  21 
Instrumentation  Labcwatory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/AU560 

Analyte:  Gastric  Occult  Blood  With  pH 
Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
SmithKline  Gastroccult 
Analyte:  Glucose 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
APEC  Glucose  Analyzer 
Ames  Glucometer  ENCORE  QA  Blood 
Glucose  Meter 

Ames  Glucometer  QA  Blood  Glucose  Meter 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/ AUS60 

Analyte:  Glucose  6  Phosphate 
Dehydrogenase  (G-6-PDH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectr\im 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Sjmchron  CX  5 
Bio<]hem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  705 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  736 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  737 

Ciba  Coming  550  Express 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Electronucleonics  Gemini 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar  II 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/AU560 

Ro^e  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  PARA 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  2000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Glycosylated  Hemoglobin  (Hgb 
AIQ 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Ciba  Coming  Model  765  Glycomat 


Drew  Scientiflc  Glycomat  Haemoglobin 
Analyzer 

Analyte:  HCG,  Serum,  QuaHtatfee 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 

Chembio  HCG^AT-PAK 
Hybritech  ICON  n  HCG  (urine/serum) 

Medix  Biotech  HCG  Visual  Pregnancy  (5/5) 
Test  Kit 

Syntron  Bioresearch  Microcheck  HCG 
Synbron  Bioresearch  Quikpac  Pregnancy  Test 
Wampole  One-Step  HCG 

Analyte;  HCG,  Serum,  Quantitative 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 
Du  Pont  ACA  in  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
System 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
System 

Du  Pont  ACA  V  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
System 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1 

Analyte:  HCG,  Urine,  Qualitative  (Non- 
waiv^  Proceduraa) 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Bio-Rad  Quantimune 

Medix  Biotech  HCG  Visual  Pregnancy  (5/5) 
Test  Kit 

Medix  Biotech  Visual  hCG-M  Pregnancy  Test 
Pacihc  Biotech  Beta  Quik  Stat 
Syntron  Bioresearch  Microcheck  HCG 
Wampole  UGG-BETA  SUDE  MONOCLONAL 

n 

Wampole  UCG-BETA  Stat 
Wampole  UCG-SUDE  TEST 

Analyte:  HCG,  Urine,  Quantitative 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Wampole  UCG-BETA  Stat 
Analjrte:  HCG,  Whole  Blood,  Qualitative 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Pacihc  Biotech  Beta  Quik  Stat 
Analyte:  Iron 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Ciba  Coming  570  Alliance 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis  21 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/ AU 560 
Roche  Cobas  Bio 
Technicon  Assist 

Analyte:  Iron  Binding  Capacity,  Unsat. 
(UIBQ  No  Pretreat 

Test  System,  -Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Technicon  Chem  1 
Technicon  Chem  1  Plus 

Analyte:  Isocitrk  Dehydrogenase 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  VP 


Roche  Cobas  PARA 
Roche  Cobas  PARA  II 
Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Analyte:  Lactate  Ddiydrogenaae  (LDII) 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

ANALYTE:  Lactate  Ddi3rdrogenase  Heart 
Fraction  (LDH-1) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 

Qba  Coming  550  Express 

Coulter  Dacos 

Electronucleonics  Gemini 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar  II 

Instnunentation  Lahoratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instnunentation  Labcuatory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Demand 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Technicon  Assist 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  2000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Loctk  Acid  (Lactate) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectmm 
Abbott  VP 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100 

BioAutoMed  ASCA 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express 
Ciba  Coming  570  Alliance 
Coulter  Dacos 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler 

Electronucleonics  Gemini 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar  II 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis  21 

Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  PARA 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Technicon  AXON 

Technicon  Assist 

Technicon  RA  1000 
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Technicon  RA  2000 
Technioon  RA  500 
Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Lipaae 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum 

Abbott  VP 

Baxter  Paramax 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Boebhnger  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitedii  736 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 

Ciba  Coming  570  Alliance 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis  21 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5000 

Olympus  AU  5021 

Olympus  AU  5031 

Olympus  AU  5061 

Olympus  AU  5121 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Technicon  AXON 

Technicon  Assist 

Technicon  DAX  24 

Technicon  DAX  48 

Technicon  DAX  72 

Technicon  DAX  96 

Analyte:  Lithium 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Medica  EasyLyte  Lithium 
Analyte  Luteinixing  Hormone  (LH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 
Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1 

Analyte:  Magnesium 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis  21 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/AU560 

Analyte:  Microalbumin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 

Ciba  Coming  550  Express 

Coulter  Optichem  100 

Coulter  Optichem  120 

Coulter  Optichem  180 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/AU560 

Roidie  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 


Roche  Cobas  Mira 
Technicon  RA  1000 

Analyte:  Micit^rotein,  CSF 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Bio-Cham  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100 

BioAutoMed  ASCA 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Matmheim  Hitachi  705 

Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  717 

Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  736 

Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  737 

Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  747 

Ciba  Coming  550  Express 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar  n 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis  21 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Instrumentation  Labmatory  Multistat  III 

Olympus  AU  5000 

Olympus  AU  5021 

Olympus  AU  5031 

Olympus  AU  5061 

Olympus  AU  5121 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Technicon  AXON 

Technicon  Assist 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  2000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Microprotein,  UritM 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Bio<Ihem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100 

BioAutoMed  ASCA 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  II 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis  21 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 
Instrumentation  Laboratcuy  IL  Monarch  2000 
Instnunentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Olympus  AU  5021 
Olympus  AU  5031 
Olympus  AU  5061 
Olympus  AU  5121 
Olympus  AU  5131 


Olympus  Reply 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 
Roche  Cobas  Bio 
Roche  Cobas  FARA 
Roche  Cobas  FARA  n 
Roche  Cobas  Mira 
Technicon  AXON 
Technicon  Assist 
Technicon  RA  1000 
Technicon  RA  2000 
Technicon  RA  500 
Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Myoglobin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus 

Baxter  Stratus  n 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 

Analyte:  Oxyhemoglobin/Oaygen  Satnralioa 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  382 
Waters  Instmments  Oxicom  2100 
Analyte:  Phoephome 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Analyte:  Potaaaium 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Qba  Coming  288 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Liston  ECS  2000 

Medica  EasyLyte  Lithium 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  RepIy/AU560 

Analjrte:  Pregestenme 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1 
Analyte:  Prolactin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 
Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1 

Analyte:  Prostatk  Add  Phosphatase  (PAP) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus 
Baxter  Stratus  II 

Analyte:  Protein,  Total 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/AU560 

Analyte:  P]rruvate 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Roche  Cobas  Bio 
Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Analyte:  Sodium 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Ciba  Coming  288 

Instrumentatitm  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
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Liston  ECS  2000 
Medica  BasyLyte  Lithium 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Analyte:  Soritital  Dahydrogenase  (SDH) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  717 
Ciba  Cming  550  Express 
Coulter  Dacos 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  D 
Olympus  Reply 
Rcidie  Cobas  Bio 
Roche  Cobas  PARA 
Roche  Cobas  PARA  D 
Roche  Cobas  Mira 
Technicon  Assist 
Technicon  RA 1000 
Technicon  RA  2000 
Technicon  RA  500 
Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Testosterone 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1 

Analyte:  Th3rroid  Stimulating  Hormone 
(TSH) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  IQ  Immunochemical 
System 

Du  Pmit  ACA  in  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
System 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV  with  aca  plus  Inununoassay 
System 

Du  Pont  ACA  V  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
System 

Roche  Cobas  FARA II 
Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1 
Syva  Vista  Immunoassay  System 

Analyte:  Th3rroid  Stimulating  Hormone — 
high  aeiw.  (TSH-HS) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination: 

Baxter  Stratus  Ontellect 
Analyte:  Thjrroxine  (T4) 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  Ontellect 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  737 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

S^no  Diagnostics  SR  1 

Syva  Vista  Immunoassay  System 

Technicon  AXON 

Technicon  DAX  24 

Technicon  DAX  48 

Technicon  DAX  72 

Technicon  DAX  96 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Thjrroxine,  Free  (FT4) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 
Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1 
Syva  Vista  Immunoassay  System 


bioMerieux  Vitek  Vidas 
Analyte:  Total  Solids  (Protein) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
American  Optical  TS  Meter 
Reichert  TS  Meter 

Analyte:  Triglyceride 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  Oil 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Analyte:  Triiodoth3rronine  (T3) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1 
Syva  Vista  Immunoassay  System 

Analyte:  Triiodothjrronine  Uptake  (T3U) 

(TO) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  (Intellect 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1 

Syva  Vista  Immunoassay  System 

Technicon  AXON 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Urea  (BUN) 

Test  Syst&n,  Assay.  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  AU  5131 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Analyte:  Uric  Add 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  91 1 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Analyte:  Vitamin  B12 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus 

Baxter  Stratus  n 

Baxter  Stratus  (Intellect 

SPECIALITY/SUBSPECIALITY:  General 

Immunology 

Analyte:  Alpha*l>Antitiyp8in 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express 
Coulter  Dacos 
Coulter  Optichem  100 
Coulter  Optichem  120 
Coulter  Optichem  180 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Roche  Cobas  Bio 
Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 
Roche  Cobas  Mira 


Technicon  RA  1000 
Analyte:  Alpha-2*Macroglobttlin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Roche  Cobas  FARA  n 
Analyte:  Anti>DNP  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Analyte:  Anti-Streptol3rsin  O  (ASO) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  lUt 

Analyte:  Beta-2  Microglobulin 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

Du  Pont  ACA  11 
Du  Pont  ACA  III 
Du  Pont  ACA  IV 

Analyte:  C-Reactive  Protein  (CRP) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express 
Coulter  Dacos 
Coulter  Optichem  100 
Coulter  Optichem  120 
Coulter  Optichem  180 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Rcidie  Cobas  PARA  II 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Cauloplaamin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Roche  Cobas  FARA  11 
Analyte:  Complenmit  C3 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 

Ciba  Coming  550  Express 

Coulter  Dacos 

Coulter  Optichem  100 

Coulter  C^tichem  120 

Coulter  Optichem  180 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Analyte:  Complement  C4 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
^  Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 
Qba  Coming  550  Express 
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Coulter  Dacos 

Coulter  Optichem  100 

Coulter  Optichem  120 

Coulter  Optichem  180 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/AU560 

Rciche  Cobas  FARA 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Analyte:  Haptoglobin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 
Qba  Coming  550  Express 
Coulter  Dacos 
Coulter  Optichem  100 
Coulter  Optichem  120 
Coulter  Optichem  180 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Technicon  RA 1000 

Analyte:  Hepatitis  A  Virus  Antibody 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Syva  MicroTrak  XL 
Anal]rte:  Hepatitis  Be  Antibody 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Syva  MicroTrak  XL 
Analyte:  Hepatitis  Be  Antigen 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Syva  MicroTrak  XL 
Anal3rte:  Immunoglobulins  IgA 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX 
Abbott  VP 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 

Qba  Coming  550  Express 

Coulter  Dacos 

Coulter  Optichem  100 

Coulter  Optichem  120 

Coulter  Optichem  180 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/AU560 

Roi^e  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Analyte:  Immunoglobulins  IgE 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 
Quidel  Total  IgE  Test  (QRA  reader) 

Analyte:  Immunoglobulins  IgG 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX 


Abbott  VP 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 

Qba  Coming  550  Express 

Coulter  Dacos 

Coulter  Optichem  100 

Coulter  Optichem  120 

Coulter  Optichem  180 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Rodie  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Analyte:  Immunoglobulins  IgM 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX 
Abbott  VP 

Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 

Qba  Coming  550  Express 

Coulter  Dacos 

Coulter  Optichem  100 

Coulter  Optichem  120 

Coulter  Optichem  180 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

RcK^e  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Analyte:  Infectious  Mononucleosis 
Antibodies  (Mono) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Analyte:  Kappa  Light  Qiains 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 
Analyte:  Lambda  Light  Chains 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 
Analyte:  Prealbumin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectmm  EPX 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 

Qba  Coming  550  Express 

Coulter  Optichem  100 

Coulter  Optichem  120 

Coulter  Optichem  180 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Ro^e  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Analyte:  Prostatic  Specific  Antigen  (PSA) 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  Stratus 
Baxter  Stratus  n 

Analyte:  Rheumatoid  Factor  (RF) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Instrxunentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  IQt 

Analyte:  Rubella  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  TORCH  1  est 
Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1 

Analyte:  Toxoplasma  Gondii  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1 
Anal]rte:  Transfarrin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX 
Abbott  VP 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  705 

Qba  Coming  550  Express 

Coulter  Dacos 

Coulter  Optichem  100 

Coulter  Optichem  120 

Coulter  Optichem  180 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

SPEQALITY/SUBSPBCIALITY:  Hematology 
Analyte:  Activated  Clotting  Tbne  (ACT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sienco  SONOCLOT II  Surgical  Analyzer 
(direct  readout) 

Analyte:  Activated  Partial  Thrmnlmplastin 
Tiine(AFTT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Unimeter  CU-500 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300  Plus 
LAbor  CoaData  3000 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  600 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  650 
Sienco  Dual  Sample  Aggregation  Meter  (DP- 
247) 

Analyte:  Bleeding  Time 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination: 

Duke  Bleeding  Time 

Analyte:  Body  Fluid  Mkroscopic  Elements  ' 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examijiation; 

Fern  Test 

Analyte:  Fibrinogen 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination: 

Abbott  Spiectmm  EPX 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  717 
Qba  Coming  550  Express 
Coulter  Optichem  100 
Coulter  Optichem  120 
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Coulter  Opticbem  180 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiier 
Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300  Plus 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 
Instrumentatioo  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
International  Technidyne  Factor  VI 
Labor  CoaData  3000 
Roche  Cobas  Bio 
Roche  Cobas  FARA  n 
Technicon  RA  1000 

Analyte:  Hematocrit 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baker  fTB  500A 
Baker  )TB  700A 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  HemaScan 

Bio-Dynamics  CellTrak  5 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Collect  7 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Collect  8 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Collect  8E 

Mallinckrodt  Gem  6  Plus 

Mallinckrodt  Gem  Premier 

Roche  Cobas  ArgosS  Diff 

Serono  Baker  Series  150 

Serono  Baker  Series  170 

Serono  Baker  Series  5000 

Serono  Baker  Series  7000 

Serono  Diagnostics  8000 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Ax 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Plus 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Rx 

Sysmex  OC-BOO  with  PDA-410 

Sysmex  K-1000  with  PDA  upgrade 

Analyte:  Hemoglobin 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  VP 

Baker  ]TB  500A 

Baker  ]TB  700A 

Beckman  S)mchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  HemaScan 

Bio-Dynamics  CellTrak  3 

Bio-Dynamics  CellTrak  5 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Celled  7 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Celled  8 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Celled  8E 

Roche  Cobas  ArgosS  Diff 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Serono  Baker  Series  130 

Serono  Baker  Series  150 

Serono  Baker  Series  170 

Serono  Baker  Series  5000 

Serono  Baker  Series  7000 

Serono  Baker  System  7500 

Serono  Diagnostics  8000 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Ax 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Plus 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Rx 

Stanbio  Hemoglobin  Analyzer 

Sysmex  OC-800  with  PDA-410 

Sysmex  K-1000  with  PDA  upgrade 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  2000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Hemoglobin  A2 


Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Ciba  Coming  Model  765  Clycomat 
Drew  Scientific  Glycomat  Haemoglobin 
Analyzer 

Analyte:  Hemoglobin  Fractioas 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Ciba  Coming  Model  765  Glycomat 
Drew  Scientific  Glycomat  Haemoglobin 
Analyzer 

Analyte:  Hemoglobin  S 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Ortho  Sickledex 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Sickle  Cell  Uni-test 

Analyte:  Platelet  Count 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Collect  8 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Celled  8E 

Roche  Cobas  ArgosS  Diff 

Roche  Cobas  Helios 

Serono  Baker  MK-4/HC 

Serono  Baker  Series  810  Ptatelet  Analyzer 

Serono  Diagnostics  8000 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Ax 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Plus 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Rx 

Sysmex  CC-800  with  PDA-410 

Sysmex  K-1000  with  PDA  up>grade 

Analyte:  Prothrombin  Time  (PT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300  Plus 
Labor  CoaData  3000 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  600 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  650 
Sienco  Dual  Sample  Aggregation  Meter  (DP- 
247) 

Analyte:  Red  Blood  Cell  Count  (Erythrocyte 
Count)  (RBC) 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Baker  JTB  500A 
Baker  ]TB  700A 
Bio-D]^amics  CellTrak  2 
Bio-Dynamics  CellTrak  3 
Bio-Dynamics  CellTrak  5 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Called  7 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Celled  8 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Celled  8E 
Roche  Cobas  ArgosS  Diff 
Serono  Baker  Series  130 
Serono  Baker  Series  150 
Serono  Baker  Series  170 
Serono  Baker  Series  5000 
Serono  Baker  Series  7000 
Serono  Baker  System  7500 
Serono  Diagnostics  8000 
Serono  Diagnostics  9000 
Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Ax 
Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Plus 
Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Rx 
Sysmex  CC-800  with  PDA-410 
Sysmex  K-1000  with  PDA  upgrade 
Sysmex  R-1000 

Analyte:  Thrombin  Time 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300  Plus 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  810 
Labor  CoaData  3000 


Medical  Laboratories  MLA  Electra  650 
Medical  Laboratories  MLA  Electra  700 

Analyte:  White  Blood  Cell  Count  (Leukocyte 
Count)  (W'BC) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baker  JTB  500A 
Baker  JTB  700A 

Bedon  Dickinson  QBC  HemaScan 
Bio-Dynamics  CellTrak  2 
Bio-Dynamics  CellTrak  3 
Bio-Dynamics  CellTrak  5 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Celled  7 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Celled  8 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Celled  8E 
Roche  Cobas  ArgosS  Diff 
Serono  Baker  Series  130 
Serono  Baker  Series  150 
Serono  Baker  Series  170 
Serono  Baker  Series  5000 
Serono  Baker  Series  7000 
Serono  Baker  System  7500 
Serono  Diagnostics  8000 
Serono  Diagnostics  9000 
Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Ax 
Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Plus 
Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Rx 
Sysmex  CG-800  with  PDA-410 
Sysmex  K-1000  with  PDA  upgrade 

Analyte:  White  Blood  Cell  Dififorential  (WBC 
Diff) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Serono  Diagnostics  8000 
Serono  Diagnostics  9000 
Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Ax 
Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Plus 
Sysmex  CC-800  with  PDA-410 
Sysmex  E-2500 
Sysmex  E-5000 
Sysmex  F-800 

Sysmex  K-1000  with  PDA  upgrade 
Sysmex  M-2000 
Sysmex  NE-8000 

Aiudyte:  Whole  Blood  Qotting  Time 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Haemoscope  Computerized 
Thromboelastograph 
Lee-White  Clotting  Time 
SPEOAUTY/SUBSPECIAUTY:  Mycology 
Analyte:  Dermatophytes 
Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Acuderm  inc.  Acu-DTM 
Difco  Bado  -  DTM  Medium 
Remel  DTM 

Analyte:  Yeast,  Candida  only 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination: 

Centocar  Diagnostics  Vagitest  (direct  Ag/ 
visual) 

SPEOAUTY/SUBSPEQALITY:  Parasitology 

Analyte:  Trichomonas 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination: 

Biomed  Diagnostics  InPouch  TV  (dired  wet 
mount) 

Biomed  Diagnostics  InPouch  TV  (using 
seledive  media) 

Centocar  Diagnostics  Vagitest  (direct  Ag/ 
visual)  - 
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MicroProbe  Affirm  VP  Microbial 
Identification  Test  Kit 

SPECIAUTY/SUBSPECIALITY:  Toxicology  / 
TDM 

Analyte:  Acetaminophen 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Analyte:  Amikacin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 

Boehhnger  Maimheim  Hitachi  704 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Amphetamines 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 
Coulter  Optichem  100 
Coulter  Optichem  120 
Coulter  Optichem  180 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Barbiturates 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 
Coulter  Optichem  100 
Coulter  Optichem  120 
Coulter  Optichem  180 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Ra<±e  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Technicon  RA  500 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Benzodiazepines 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 


Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 
Coulter  Optichem  100 
Coulter  Optichem  120 
Coulter  Optichem  180 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/AU560 

Rci^e  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Technicon  RA  500  ' 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Cafieine 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  Plus 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Cannabinoids  (THC) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 

Coulter  Optichem  100 

Coulter  Optichem  120 

Coulter  Optichem  180 

Drug  Screening  Systems  microUNE  Screens 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roiche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Carbamazepine 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 

Ciba  Coming  550  Express 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply/AU560 


Roche  Cobas  Bio 
Technicon  RA  1000 
Technicon  RA  500 
Technicon  RA  XT 
Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Chloramphankol 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Roche  Cobas  Bio 
Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Analyte:  Cocaine  Kfatabolitea 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 

Coulter  Optichem  100 

Coulter  Optichem  120 

Coulter  Optichem  180 

Drug  Screening  Systems  microUNE  Screens 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas-Bio  FP 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Technicon  RA  500 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Digitoxin 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 

Du  Pont  ACA  II 

Du  Pont  ACA  III 

Analyte:  Digoxin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Du  Pont  ACA  II 
Du  Pont  ACA  III 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 
Roche  Cobas  Bio 
Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1 

Analyte:  Disopyramide 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Drugs  of  Abuse 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Environmental  Diagnostics  EZ^-SCREEN 
Analyte:  Ethanol  (Alcohol) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum 
Abbott  VP 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
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Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 
Boehhnger  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Qba  Coming  550  Express 
Coulter  Dacos 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler 

Electronucleonks  Gemini 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar 

Electronucleonics  Gemstar  n 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis  21 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Labontory  IL  Mcmarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5000 

Olympus  AU  5021 

Olympus  AU  5031 

Olympus  AU  5061 

Olympus  AU  5121 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/ AUS60 

Rodie  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus 

Technicon  Assist 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  2000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Ethoeuximide 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Gentamicin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 

Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roiche  Cobas  Bio 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Isonicotinic  Acid 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

DynaCen  MYCODYN  URTTBC  Test  Strips 

Analyte:  Lidocaine 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 


Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Methadone 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 
Coulter  Optichem  100 
Coulter  Optichem  120 
Coulter  Optichem  180 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Mimarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/AU560 

Rciche  Cobas  Bio 

Rof:he  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Roche  C(^s  Mira  S 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Methampbetamines 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 

Ciba  Coming  550  Express 

Coulter  Optichem  100 

Coulter  Optichem  120 

Coulter  Optichem  180 

Drug  Screming  Systems  microLINE  Screens 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  Plus 

Olympus  AU  5000 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU 560 

Rci^e  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Methaqualone 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 


Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roiche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Methotrexate 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Roche  Cobas  Bio 
Roche  Cobas  Mira 
Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus 
Roche  Cobas  Mira  S 

Anal3rte;  N-Acetylprocainamide  (NAPA) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 

Ciba  Coming  550  Express 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Netilmycin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Roche  Cobas  Bio 
Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 
Roche  Cobas  Mira 
Roche  Cobas  Mira  S 
Technicon  RA  1000 
Technicon  RA  500 
Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Opiates 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  70S 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 

Coulter  Optichem  100 

Coulter  Optichem  120 

Coulter  Optichem  180 

Dmg  Screening  Systems  microLINE  Screens 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/ AU 560 

Ro<±e  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 
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Rcx:he  Cobas  Mira 
Roche  Cobas  Mira  S 
Technioon  RA  500 
Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  PhoocycUdine  (PCP) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  70S 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 

Coulter  Optichem  100 

Coulter  Optichem  120 

Coulter  Optichem  180 

Drug  Screening  Systems  microLINE  Screens 

Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Technicon  RA  500 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Phenobaxfulal 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE  ' 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Mcmarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Phenytoin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 

Beckman  S)rnchroa  CX  4  CE 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Aiud)ie:  Primidone 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  705 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply/ AU  560 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Procainamide 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 


Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 

Ciba  Coming  550  Express 

Instrumentation  Lab^tory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Labcnatory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Propoxyphene 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehrin^  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 
Coulter  Optichem  100 
Coulter  Optichem  120 
Coulter  Optichem  180 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analyte:  Quinidine 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT  . 

Analyte:  Salicylates 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  VP 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT AC  2000/ 
2100 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  737 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler 
Electronucleonics  Gemini 
Electronucleonics  Comstar 
Electronucleonics  Comstar  II 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis  21 


Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Analyte:  Theophylline 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 

Beckman  Synchrtm  CX  7 

Boehringo'  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Labcnatory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roi^e  Cobas  Bio 

Sanofi  Pasteur  Access  Immunoassay  System 
Wako  Diagnostics  30R 

Analjrte:  Tobramycin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehrii^er  Mannheim  Hitadil  705 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Roiche  Cobas  Bio 

Analyte:  Tricyclic  Antideinossants 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 

Instrumentation  Labcnatory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  Plus 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Va^voic  Add 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP 

Technicon  RA  1000 

Technicon  RA  500 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Vancomycin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Synchrcm  CX  4 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Roche  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S 
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Technicon  RA  1000 
Technicon  RA  SOO 
Technicon  RA  XT 

SPEOAUTY/SUBSPBCIAUTY:  Urinalysis 

Analyte:  Urine  Qualitative  Dipstick 
CheBsistriae 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip  Urine 
Analyzer 

SreOAIJTY/SUBSPBCIAlJTY;  Virology 

Analyte:  Herpetic  Inclusion  Bodies  for 
HerpM 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Tzanck  Smears 
COMPLEXITY:  HIGH 

SPEOAUTY/SUBSPBOAUTY:  Bacteriology 

Analyte:  Awobk  A/or  Anaerobic  Organisms* 
unlimited  sources 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Minitek  Enterobact.  Ill 
Set  (inc  cult) 

Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Minitek  Gram  Positive 
Set  (inc  cult) 

Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Minitek  Neisseria  Set 
(inc  culture) 

Unipath  Oxoid  Toxin  Detect.  Kit  BCET-RPLA 
(inc  cult/filt.) 

Unipath  Oxoid  Toxin  Detect.  Kit  SET-RPLA 
(inc  cult/61t.) 

Analyte:  Chlamydia 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Gibe  Coming  Magic  Lite  Chlamydia 
(including  cell  culture) 

Ortho  Chlamydia  Antigen  ELISA  Test  (inc 
cell  cult/spectro) 

Sanofi/Kall^ad  l^thfinder  Chlamydia  EIA 
Detection  Kit 

Syva  MicroTrak  n  Chlamydia  EIA  (Direct  Ag/ 
Spectrophoto) 

Syva  MicroTrak  XL 

Analyte:  Clostridium  difScile 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
BioWhittaker  TOX-A  Test  (direct  antigen/ 
spectro) 

BioWhittaker  TOX-A  Test  (direct  antigen/ 
visual) 

Analyte:  Haemophilus  influenzae,  type  a,  c* 

f 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Difco  Bacto  H.  influenzae  Set  (including 
culture) 

Analyte:  Haemophilus  influenzae,  type  b 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Difco  Bacto  H.  influenzae  Set  (including 
culture) 

Analyte:  Legionella 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Medical  Diag.  Technologies  Legionella 
(including  culture) 

Analyte:  Neisseria  gmuMrhoeae 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Gen-Probe  Pace2  (direct  antigen) 


Gen-Probe  Pace2  (including  culture) 

Analyte:  Neisseria  meningitidis  (non¬ 
specific) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Difco  Bacto  Neisseria  Meningitidis  Set 
(including  culture) 

Analyte:  Neisseria  meningitidis,  group  A 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Difco  Bacto  Neisseria  Meningitidis  Set 
(including  culture)  i 

Analyte:  Neisseria  meningitidis,  group  B 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Difco  Bacto  Neisseria  Meningitidis  Set 
(including  cultiue) 

Analyte:  Neisseria  meningitidis,  group  C 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Difco  Bacto  Neisseria  Meningitidis  Set 
(including  culhire) 

Analyte:  Neisseria  meningitidis,  group  W13S 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Difco  Bacto  Neisseria  Meningitidis  Set 
(including  culture) 

Analyte:  Staphylococcus 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Unipath  Oxoid  Staphylase  Test  (including 
culture) 

Vitek  Systems  Slidex  Staph-Kit  (including 
culture) 

Analyte:  Streptococcus,  group  A 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TestPack  Plus  Strep  A  (including 
culture) 

SreCIAUTY/SUBSPEdAUTY:  General 
Chemistry 

Analyte:  17  Ketosteroid 
Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Analyte:  S’Nucleotidase 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Electronucleonics  PLEXIGEM 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Acid  Phosphatase 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Analyte:  Adrenocorticotropic  Hormone 
(ACTH) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Incstar  ACTH 
Incstar  PEG-ACTH 

Analyte:  Alanine  Aminotransferase  (ALT) 
(SGPT) 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE 


Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure 

Genetic  Systems  Alanine  Aminotransferase 
(ALT/GPT) 

Randox  Laboratories  Test  Kit 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATE 

Beckman  Auto  ICS 

Beckman  ICS 

Beckman  ICS  II 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Albumin  NL  RID 


Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure 

Randox  Laboratories  Test  Kit 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Alkaline  Pho^hatase  Isoenzymes 


Analyte:  Alpha-Fetoprotein — Amniotlc  Fluid 


Analyte:  Alpha-Fetoprotein — Maternal 
Serum 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amos  OPTIMATE 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Amylase 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 


Analyte:  Albumin 


Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  ISOPAL  Isoenzyme 
Electrophoresis  Kit 


Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  AFP  (EIA) 

Abbott  COMMANDER  System 

Abbott  IMX 

Amersham  Amerlex 

Qinical  Assays  GammaDab 

Hybritech  Tandem-E 

Kallestad  AFP/Ob  Radioimmunoassay 


Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Kallestad  AFP/Ob  Radioimmunoassay 

Analyte:  Alpha-Hydroxybutyrale 
Dehydrogenase  (HBDH) 


Analyte:  Aldolase 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Alkaline  Phosphatase  (ALP) 


Analyte:  Ammonia,  Plasma/Serum 
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Sterling  Diagnoctics  Analyxar  2000 
Sterling  Diagnostica  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Androstenadiona 
Test  System,  Assay,  Exammation 
Clinical  Assays  GanunaCoat 

Analyte:  Angiotenaia  Conearting  EnzyuM 
(ACE) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Apolipoprotain  A1 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Apolipoprotain  B 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Anal3rte:  Aspartate  Aminotransfvasa  (AST) 
(SCOT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  Optimate 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophcrtoinetric  Test 
Procedure 

Randox  Laboratories  Test  Kit 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

'Analyte:  Bela-Glucuronidaae 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Analyte:  Beta-Hydroxybutyrale 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Eiectronucleonics  FLEXIGEM 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  HI 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Bilirubin,  Direct 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  Optimate 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Bilirubin,  Total 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  Optimate 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Blood  Lead 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
esa  Mode)  3010A  Trace  Metals  Analyzer 
esa  Mode)  3010B  Lead  Analyzer 

Analyte:  OPeptide 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Incstar  C-Peptide 

Analyte:  Calcitonin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Incstar  Calcitonin  D 

Analyte:  Calcium,  Total 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  Optimate 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Analytr.  Carbon  Dioxide,  Total  (GO2) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  Optimate 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 
Synenned  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Chloride 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  Optimate 
Buchler  Digital  Chloridometer 
King  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Analyte:  Chloride,  Sweat  (Cystic  Fibrosis 
Sweat  Test) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Scandipharm  CF  Indicator  (9800) 

Analyte:  Cholesterol 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  Optimate 

Beckman  Manual  Spectroplrotometric  Test 
Procedure 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Analyte:  Cholinesterase 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Aiudyte:  Cholyglycine  (Bile  Acids) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Cortisol 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Serono  Baker  Serozyme 
Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 

Analyte:  Creatine  Kinase  (CK) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  Optimate 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Creatine  Kinase  Isoenzymes  (CK 
l8oenz3rmes) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  CK  Isoenzyme 
Electrophoresis  Kit 


Analyte:  CreatiBe  ITfaiaas  MB  Fractioo 
(CKMB) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Creatine  Kinase  MM  Fraction 
(OCMM) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  CK-MM  Isoforms 
Electrophoresis  Kit 

Analyte:  Creatinine 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  Optimate 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Cyclic  AMP 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Incstar  Camp 

Analyte:  Erythropoietin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Incstar  EPO-Trac 

R&D  Systems  Clinigen  Erythopoietin  EIA 

Analyte:  Estradiol 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 

Analyte:  Fatty  Acdds,  Nan>Estaiified 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Analyte:  Ferritin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Clinical  Assays  GammaCoat 
Clinical  Assays  GammaDab 
Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 

Analyte:  Foam  Stability  Index 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Lumadex — FSI 

Analyte:  FoUicle  Stimulating  Hormone  (FSH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Clinical  Assays  GammaDab 

ICN  Immuno^em  PSH-MW  Elisa 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 

Analyte:  Galactoee-l-Pfaoephate  Uridyl 
Tran^raae 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Gamma  Glutamyl  Transfcraae 
(GGT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  Optimate 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test  Kit 
Randox  Laboratories  Test  Kit 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Gastrin 
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Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Clinical  Assays  GammaPab 
Analyta:  Glucose 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Ames  Optimate 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure 

King  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Asaljrts:  Glucosa-e-Phosphate 
Dehydrogenase  (G-a-PDH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Electronucleonics  Flexigem 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Glutathione  Reductase 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Glycosylated  Hemoglobin  (H^ 

AlC) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  Diatrac  HbAlC 
Glycohemoglobin  Electro  Kit 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Glycated  Hemoglobin  Kit 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Glycohemoglobin  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  HCG,  Serum,  Quantitative 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 

Analyte:  IKG,  Urine,  Qualitative  (non- 
waived  procedures) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Serono  Baker  Serozyme 
Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 

Anal]rte:  HDL  Cholesterol 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911 
Coulter  Dacos 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  Easy  Plus  (manual 
pretreatment) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  Easy  ST  (manual 
pretreatment) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis  21 

Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Rodre  Cobas  Bio 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Syneimed  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Human  Growth  Hormone  (GH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Incstar  hGH 

Kallestad  Quantitope  HGH  RIA  Kit 

Analyte:  Insulin-like  Gro%vth  Factor-1  (IGF- 
1) 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Incstar  IGF-1  (Somatomedin  C) 

Analyte:  Iron 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Kenlor  Industries  Test  Kit 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Analyte:  Iron  Binding  Capacity  (Post 
Saturation/Separation) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  911 
Qba  Coming  550  Express 
Coulter  Dacos 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis  21 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 

Kenlor  Industries  Test  Kit 

Olympus  AU  5000 

Olympus  AU  5021 

Olympus  AU  5031 

Olympus  AU  5061 

Olympus  AU  5121 

Olympus  AU  5131 

Olympus  Reply 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560 

Rc^e  Cobas  Bio 

Roche  Cobas  FARA 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  II 

Roche  Cobas  Mira 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Technicon  DAX  24 

Technicon  DAX  48 

Technicon  DAX  72 

Technicon  DAX  96 

Technicon  RA  2000 

Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Isocitric  Dehydrogenase 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Analyte:  Lactate  Dehydrogenase  (LDH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  Optimate 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Analyte:  Lactate  Dehydrogenase  Heart 
Fraction  (LDH-1) 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Lactate  Dehydrogenase  Isoenzymes 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  LD  Isoenzyme 
Electrophoresis  Kit 

Analyte:  Lactic  Acid  (Lactate) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Electronucleonics  Flexigem 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Leucine  Aminopeptidase  (LAP) 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Analyte:  Lipase 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Electronucleonics  Flexigem 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Analyte:  Lipoprotein  Fractions 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  Lipoprotein 
Electrophoresis  Kit 

Analyte:  Luteinizing  Hormone  (LH) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

Clinical  Assays  GammaPab 
Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 

Analyte:  Magnesium 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Analyte:  Mkroprotein,  CSF 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Kenlor  Industries  Test  Kit 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Analyte:  Mkroprotein,  Urine  . 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Kenlor  Industries  Test  Kit 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Analyte:  Myoglobin 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
ImmunoDiagnosticCenter  Myoglobin  Elisa 
Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Oxalate 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Abbott  Spectrum 
Abbott  VP 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100 

BioAutoMed  ASCA 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express 
Coulter  Dacos 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS 
Electronucleonics  Flexigem 
Electronucleonics  Gem-ProBler 
Electronucleonics  Gemini 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  II  , 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Olympus  Reply 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560 
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Roche  Cobas  Bio 
Roche  Cobas  PARA 
Roche  Ck)bas  PARA  11 
Roche  Q}bas  Mira 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Technicon  RA  1000 
Technicon  RA  2000 
Technicon  RA  500 
Technicon  RA  XT 

Analyte:  Parathyroid  Hormone — C'Temiinal 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Incstar  C-teiminal  PTH 

Analyte:  Parathyroid  Hormone — Intact 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Incstar  N-tact  PTH  IRMA 

Analyte:  Parathyroid  Hormone — Mid¬ 
molecule  (PTH-M) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Incstar  PTH-MM  n 

Analyte:  Phosphohexose  Isomerase 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Phospholipids 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Analyte:  Phosphorus 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  Optimate 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Potassium 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Boehringer  Mannheim  LyteTek  Plame 
Photometer 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Analyte:  Progesterone 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 
Analyte:  Prolactin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Clinical  Assays  GammaDab 
ICN  Immuno^em  PRL-MW  Elisa 
Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 

Analyte:  Prostatic  Acid  Phosphatase  (PAP) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Protein,  Total 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  Optimate 

Kenlor  Industries  Test  Kit 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Anal3rte:  P3rruvate 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Anal]rte:  P]mivate  Kinase 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
AnaIjrte:  Renin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Clinical  Assays  GammaCoat 
Analyte:  Sodium 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  LyteTek  Plame 
Photometer 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Analyte:  Sorbital  Dehydrogenase  (^Hl) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Testosterone 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Clinical  Assays  GammaCoat 
Serono  Baker  Serozyme 
Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 

Analyte:  Thjrroid  Stimulating  Hormone 
(TSH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Points  Scientific  180  Chemistry  Analyzer 
Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 
Wallac  Oy  Delfia  hTSH  Ultra  Kit 

Analyte:  Th]rroxine  (T4) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Pointe  ScientiHc  180  Chemistry  Analyzer 
Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 

Analyte:  Thyroxine  Binding  Globulin  (TBG) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Clinical  Assays  GammaDab 
Anatyte:  Thyroxine,  Free  (FT4) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 
Analyte:  Triglyceride 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  Optimate 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Triiodoth3rronine  (T3) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Serono  Baker  Serozyme 
Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 

Analyte:  Triiodothyronine  Uptake  (T3U) 
(TU) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry  Analyzer 
Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 

Analyte:  Triiodoth3rronirM,  Free  (FT3) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Clinical  Assays  GarrunaCoat 
Kodak  Amerlex  MAB 
Kodak  Amerlite  MAB 


Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 
Analyte:  Urea  (BUN) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  Optimate 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure 

King  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
SigoM  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Uric  Add 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  Optimate 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Zinc 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
esa  Model  3010A  Trace  Metals  Analyzer 
Speciality/Subspeciality:  General 
Irrunimology 

Analjrte:  AUergea  Specific  IgE 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Kallestad  Allercoat  EAST 
Kallestad  Allercoat  HAST 
Kallestad  Allercoat  Rapid  EAST 

Analyte:  Alpha-l-Acid  Glycoprotdn 
(Orosomucoid) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  n 

Analyte:  Alpha-l-AntHiypsin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  II 

The  Binding  Site  Human  AIpha-1 
Antitrypsin  RID 

Analyte:  Alpha-2-Macreglobulin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  11 

The  Binding  Site  Human  AIpha-2 
Macroglobulin  RID 

Aiudyte:  Anti-DNA  Anlihodiee 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
elias  usa  Synelisa  dsDNA  Antibodies 
Analyte:  Anli-|o-1 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diamedix  Anti-jo-1  Microassay 
Analyte:  Anti-Nuclear  Antibodies  (ANA) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sanofi/Kallestad  ANA  Microplate  EIA 
Analyte:  Anti-RNP  (Ribonucleoprotein) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Kallestad  Sm/RNP  ENA 
Analjrta:  Anti-SS-A/Ro 
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Test  System.  Assay,  EMomination 
Kallestad  SSA/SSB  ENA 
Analyte:  Anti*SS-BAn 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Kallestad  SSA/SSB  ENA 
Analyte:  Anti-Sm  (Smidi) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Kallestad  Sm/RNPENA 
Analyte:  Anti>Tbyroglobulin  Antitodiee 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Murex  Thymune-T 
Wellcome  Thymune-T 

Analyte:  Anti-Th3ntiM  Micraa4MMl 
AnlilMdiea  (AMA) 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Murex  Thymune-M 
Wellcome  Thymune-M 

Analyte:  Beta*2  Microglobulin 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
The  Binding  Site  Human  Bata-2 
Microglobulin  EL  RID 

Analyte:  C-Reactive  Protein  (CRP) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  iCS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  11 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
The  Binding  Site  C-Reocthre  Protein 
(Turbidimetric) 

The  Binding  Site  Human  C-Reactive  Protein 
EL  RID 

Analyte:  Carebrospaal  Finsd  Prolaia 
Fractions 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  HRE  Electrophoresis  Kit 
Beckman  Paragon  Immunoelectrophoresis 
(lEP)  Kit 

Beckman  Paragon  Immunofixation 
Electrophoresis  (IFE)  Kit 
Beckman  Paragon  SPB  Electrophoresis  Kit 
Beckman  Paragon  SPE-li  Electrophoresis  Kit 

Analyte:  Ceruloplasmin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Auto  ICS 

Beckman  ICS 

Beckman  ICS  11 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Caeruloplasmin  RID 
Analyte:  Chlamydia  Trachoeaatis  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Serono  Baker  Serozyme 
Serono  Diagnostics  Seroxyme 

Analyte:  Complaeaenl  Cl  faihibilar 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
The  Binding  Site  Human  Cl  Inactivator  RID 
Analyte:  Cemplemeal  Cig 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
The  Binding  Site  Human  Complnnent  Clq 
NL  RID 

Analyte:  Complement  C3 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  11 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Complement  C3  ft 
C4R1D 

Analyte:  Complement  C4 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  11 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Complement  C3  ft 
C4R1D 

Analyte:  Complement,  Total 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Analyte:  Cytomegalovirus  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diamedix  CMV  IgM  Microassay 
General  Biometrics  Cytomegalovirus  IgC  IPA 
Tost 

General  Biometrics  Cytomegalovirus  IgM  TFA 
Test 

Serono  Baker  Serozyme 
Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 
Sigma  SIA  CMV  IgG 
Zeus  CMV  IgM  IFA  Test  System 

Anal]rte:  Entamoebia  Histolytica  Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
LMD  Laboratories  Amebiasis  Microtiler 
ELISA  (visual) 

Analyte:  Epstein-Barr  Virus  Antibodies 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Araico  Amizyme  EB-VCA  Virus  Antigen  IgM 
Test  (visual) 

Zeus  EBV-NA  (ACIF)  Ab  Test  System 
Analyte:  Globulin,  Total 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Analyte:  HIV  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Organon  Teknika  Vironostika  HIV-1 
Miaoelisa  System 

Analyte:  Haptoglobin 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Beckman  Auto  ICS 

Beckman  ICS 

Beckman  ICS  II 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Haptoglobin  RID 
Analyte:  Hepatitis  A  Virus  Antibody 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Sorin  Biomedica  ETl  AB-HAVK 

Analyte:  Herpee  Siaaplex  I  andAor  II 
Antibodies 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
General  Biometrics  Herpes  simplex  Virus  IgG 
IFA  Test 

General  Biometrics  Herpes  simplex  Virus 
IgM  IFA  Test 

Analjrte:  Histoplasma  Antibodies 


Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Meridian  Diagnostics  Premier  Histoplasma 
EIA 

Analyte:  Immunoglobulins  IgA 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE 
Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  11 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Immunoglobulin 
G,A,M  Polyclonal  RID 

Analyte:  Immunoglobulins  IgD 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
The  Binding  Site  Human  Immunoglobulin  D 
RID 

Analyte;  Immunoglobulins  IgE 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Kallestad  Allercoat  EAST 
Kallestad  Allercoat  HAST 
Sanofi/Kallestad  Total  IgE  Microplate 
Serono  Baker  Serozyme 
Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme 

Anal]rte:  Immunoglobulins  IgG 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE 
Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  II 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Inununoglobulin 
G,A,M  Polyclonal  RID 

Analyte:  Immunoglobulins  IgG  Subclasses 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
The  Binding  Site  BINDAZYME  Human  IgC 
Subclasses  EIA 

The  Binding  Site  Human  IgG  Subclasses 
Monoclonal  RID 

The  Binding  Site  Hunaan  IgG  Subclasses 
Single  Dilution  RID 

Analyte:  Immunoglobulins  IgM 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATE 
Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  II 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Immunoglobulin 
C,A,M  Polyclonal  RID 

Analyte:  Kappa  Light  Chains 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  II 

Analjrte:  Lambda  Light  Chains 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  II 

Analyte:  Prealbumin 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  II 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  HI 
The  Binding  Site  Human  Prealbumin  RID 
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Analyte:  Properdin  Factor  B 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  II 

Analyte:  Protein  Fractiona 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  HRE  Electrophoresis  Kit 
Beckman  Paragon  Immunoelectrophoresis 
(lEP)  Kit 

Beckman  Paragon  ImmunoBxation 
Electrophoresis  (IFE)  Kit 
Beckman  Paragon  SPE  Electrophoresis  Kit 
Beckman  Paragon  SPE-II  Electrophoresis  Kit 

Analyte:  Rheumatoid  Factor  (RF) 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  II 

Analyte:  Rubella  Antibodiee 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Sigma  SIA  Rubella  IgM 

Zeus  Rubella  IgM  ELISA  Test  System 

Analyte:  Taenia  Solium  Antibodiee 
(Cyetkercoeis) 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
LMD  Laboratories  Cysticercosis  Microtiter 
ELISA  (visual) 

Analyte:  Toxoplasma  Gondii  Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diamedix  Toxoplasma  IgM  Microassay 
General  Biometrics  Toxoplasmosis  IgG  IFA 
Test 

General  Biometrics  Toxoplasmosis  IgM  IFA 
Test 

LMD  Laboratories  Toxoplasma  IgG  Microtiter 
ELISA  (visual) 

Sigma  SIA  Toxoplasma  IgG 

Analyte:  Transferrin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  II 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Transferrin  RID 

Analyte:  Treponema  Pallidum  Antibodiee 
(includes  Reagin) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
ADI  Visuwell  Reagin  (spectrophotometric) 
Analyte:  Tricbinella  Antibodiee 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
■  LMD  Laboratories  Tricbinella  Microtiter 
ELISA  (visual) 

Speciality/Subspeciality:  Hematology 
Analyte:  Activated  Clotting  Time  (ACT) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  Tilt-Tube  Coagulation  Procedures 
Analyte:  Alpha-Z-Antiplasmin 
Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300  Plus 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  810 


Analyte:  Antiplaamin 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
American  Bioproducts  STACHROM 
Antiplaamin  Test  Kit 
Ortho  Koagulab  CTS 

Analyte:  Antitbrombin  III  (ATUI) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
American  Diagnostica  Actichrome 
Antithrombin  III 
Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  D 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  100 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300  Plus 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  810 
LAbor  CoaData  3000 
Ortho  Koagulab  CTS 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Antithrombin  III 
RID 

Analyte:  Cerebrospinal  Fluid  Mkroecopic 
Elements 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  Cerebrospinal  Fluid  Cell  Count 
Procedures 

Analyte:  Coagulation  Factors 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

All  Manual  Tilt-Tube  Coagulation  Procedures 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300  Plus 
Instmmentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  810 
LAbor  CoaData  3000 

Analyte:  Fibrin  Split  Products  (Fibrin 
Degradation) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
American  Diagnostica  Dimertest  StripWell 
EIA  Kit 

Sigma  Fibrin/Fibrinogen  Degradation 
Products 

Analyte:  Hemoglobin 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Data  Medical  Associates  Hemoglobin 
Determination 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Plasma  Hemoglobin 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Total  Hemoglobin 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000 

Analyte:  Hemoglobin  Fractions 
Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  Acid  Hemoglobin  (Acid 
Hb)  Electiopho.  Kit 
Beckman  Paragon  Hemoglobin  (Hb) 
Electrophoresis  Kit 

Analyte:  Heparin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Instriunentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300  Plus 

Analyte:  Plasminogen 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

American  Diagnostica  Actichrome  PLG 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300  Plus 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  810 

Ortho  Koagulab  CTS 

Analyte:  Plasminogen  Activator  Inhibitor 
(PAD 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

American  Diagnostica  Spectrolyse/i'ibrin 

Analyte:  Platelet  Count 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Coulter  Thrombocounter-C 

Analyte:  Protamine  Rate  Titration  (PRT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
International  Technidyne  Hemochron  400 
International  Technidyne  Hemochron  401 
International  Technidyne  Hemochron  800 
International  Technidyne  Hemochron  801 

Analyte:  Protein  C 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

American  Diagnostica  Rellplate  C 

Biopool  Protein  C  EID  Kit 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300  Plus 

LAbor  CoaData  3000 

Ortho  Koagulab  CTS 

Analyte:  Protein  S 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 

American  Diagnostica  Rellplate  S 

Analyte:  Red  Blood  Cell  Count  (Erythrocyte 
Count)  (RBC) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Coulter  A 
Coulter  B 

Coulter  Counter  Model  A 
Coulter  D 
Coulter  F 

Analyte:  Semen 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Sperm  Penetration  Assay 

Analyte:  Tissue  Plasminogen  Activator  (t- 
PA) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
American  Diagnostica  Spectrolyse/Fibrin 

Analyte:  White  Blood  Cell  Count  (Leukocyte 
Count)  (WBC) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

Coulter  A 
Coulter  B 

Coulter  Counter  Model  A 
Coulter  D 
Coulter  F 

Analyte:  von  Willebrand  Factor 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Biopool  vWF  EID  Kit 
SPECIALITY/SUBSPEdALITT: 
Immunohematology 

Analyte:  Fetal  RBCs — ^Maternal  Blood  (Fetal- 
Maternal  Bleed) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Sure-Tech  Fetal  Hemoglobin  Kit 
Speciality/Subspeciality:  Parasitology 
Analyte:  Malarial  Parasite 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Permanent  Stain  Preparations 
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SPECIAUTY/SUBSPBCIAIJTY:  Toxicology  / 
TDM 

Analyte:  Acatandnnplian 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Analyte:  Amikacin 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Analyte:  Amphateminea 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Flanigan  MAT  Witness  S)r8tem 

Anal3rte:  Barbiturates 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Finnigan  MAT  Witness  System 

Analyte:  Benzodiazepinoe 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Analyte:  CannahinoUe  (THC) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Finnigan  MAT  Witness  System 

Anal3rte:  Carbamazepine 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATB 
Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  n 

Analyte:  Chloramphenicol 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Syva  Emit  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Cocaine  Mstdwlites 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examinationn 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Analyte:  Cyclosporine 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

Incstar  CYCLO-Trac  SP 

Analyte:  Digitoxin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Qinical  Assays  GammaCoat 

Analyte:  Digoxin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry  Analyzer 

Analyte:  Disopyramide 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Aiulyte:  Ethanol  (Alcohol) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Beckman  Auto  iCS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  II 
Electronucleonics  FLEXICEM 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Ethosvdmtete 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Analyte:  Gentamicin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Beckman  Auto  ICS 

Beckman  ICS 

Beckman  ICS  II 

Analyte:  Kanam]rcin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Analyte:  Methadone 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Analyte:  Methamphetamines 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Finnigan  MAT  Witness  System 

Sigma  SIA  Methamphetamine/ Amphetamine 

Analyte:  Methaqualone 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATB 

Analyte:  N*Acetylprocainamide  (NAPA) 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Analyte:  Netilmycin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Analyte:  Opiates 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Finnigan  MAT  Witness  System 

Analyte:  Phencyclidine  (PCP) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Finnigan  MAT  Witness  System 

STC  Diagnostics  PCP  ElA  Plate  Kit 

Analyte:  Phenobarbital 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 
Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  II 
Clinical  Assays  GammaCoat 

Analyte:  Phenytoin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 
Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  II 

Analyte:  Primidone 

Test  System.  Assay.  £xanii/)o(Jon 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Beckman  Auto  ICS 

Beckman  ICS 

Beckman  ICS  II 

Analyte:  Procainamide 


Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Analyte:  Propox3rphene 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Analyte:  Quinidine 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Beckman  Auto  ICS 

Beckman  ICS 

Beckman  ICS  II 

Analyte:  Solkylatoe 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200 
Beckman  Auto  ICS 
Beckman  ICS 
Beckman  ICS  n 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit 

Analyte:  Sisomicin 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Analyte:  Theophylline 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Amos  OPTIMATB 

Beckman  Auto  ICS 

Beckman  ICS 

Beckman  ICS  II 

Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry  Analyzer 

Analyte:  Tobramycin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATB 

Beckman  Auto  ICS 

Beckman  ICS 

Beckman  ICS  n 

Qinical  Assays  GammaCoat 

Analyte:  Tricyclic  Anfidepressants 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATB 
Analyte:  Valproic  Add 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATB 

SPEQALTrY/SUBSPEOAUTY:  Virology 
Analyte:  Cytomegalovirus 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  Bartels  Direct  CMV  Kit  (induding  cell 
culhire) 

Incstar  CMV-vue 
Analyte:  Herpes  simplex 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  PDx  Herpes 
Typing  (inc  cell  cult) 

Analyte:  Respiratory  S]mcytial  virus 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  Bartels  RSV  (FA)  Test  Kit  (including 
cell  culture) 

Analyte:  Respiratory  viruses  (Influenza 
AAB.  parainfluenza) 
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Test  System.  Assay,  Examiimtion 
Baxter  Bartels  Viral  Respiratory  Kit 
(including  cell  cult) 

Compiled  list  of  categorizations  of 
laboratory  test  systems,  assays  and 
examinations  by  complexity  as  provided 
for  in  42  CFR  493.17. 

Note:  Please  note  that  in  the  following  list, 
code  numbers  are  attached  to  each  analyte 
and  test  system.  The  four  digit  code 
preceding  each  analyte  and  the  6ve  digit 
code  following  each  test  system  are  unique 
identifiers  developed  by  CDC  to  facilitate  the 
data  management  process. 

COMPLEXITY:  Modwate 
SPECIAUTY/SUBSPEOALITY:  Bacteriology 

Analyte:  (0412)  Aerobic  A/or  Anaerobic 
Organisms — unlimited  sources 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
All  Direct  Wet  Mount  Preparations(04108) 
Becton  Dickinson  BACTEC  9240(07210) 
Becton  Dickinson  BACTEC  NR-660(07208) 
Becton  Dickinson  BACTEC  NR-730(07209) 
Becton  Dickinson  BACTEC  NR-860(07207) 
O^anon  Teknika  BacT/Aleit(46095) 

Vitek  Systems  Bac-T-Screen  2000 
(bacteriuria)(67039) 

Vitek  Systems  Bac-T-Screen  402 A 
(bacteriuria)(67040) 

Vitek  Systems  Bac-T-Scieen  500 
(bactenuria)(67050) 

Analyte:  (0468)  Aerobic  Organisms  from 
urine  specimens  only 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Adams  Scientific  Selecticult-U  (colony  count 
only)(04248) 

Analytab  Uriscreen  (bacteriuriaK04218) 
BioClinical  Systems  Bullseye  Urine  Plate 
(colony  count  onlyK07266) 

BioClinical  Systems  Urine  S^en  (colony 
count  only)(07259) 

Culture  Kits,  Inc.  Uri*Kit  (colony  count 
on)y)(10100) 

Culture  Kits,  Inc.  Uri-Three  (colony  count 
only)(10161) 

Future  Medical  Tech.  Inti.  Qualture  (colony 
count  only)(19011) 

Medical  Technology  Corp.  Uricult  (colony 
count  only)(40053) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  FiitraCheck  UTl 
(bacteriuri8)(40094) 

Miles  Diagnostic  Labs  MicToStix-3  ID 
(bacteriuria)(401 1 5) 

Miles  Diagnostic  Labs  MicroStix-3  ID  (colony 
count  only)(40087) 

SmithKline  Isocult  C^h.  Test-Bacteriuria 
(colony  ct  only)(58141) 

Solar  Biologicals  SOLAR-CULT  (colony 
count  only)(58228) 

Troy  Biologicals  Bacti-Bio  General 
Plate( colony  count  only)(61066) 

Troy  Biologicals  Bacti-Star  II  Urine 
Sys.(colony  cnt  only)(61035) 

Troy  Biologicals  Bacti-Star  Urine  Plate 
(colony  count  onlyK61023) 

Troy  Biologicals  Bacti-Urine  Plate  (colony 
count  only)(61022) 

Troy  Biologicals  Uri-Check  Plus  (colony 
count  oniy)(61024) 

Troy  Biologicals  Uricheck  (colony  count 
only)(fil034) 


Un-tect  Bacteriuria  Dtag.  Test  System 
(colony  count  only)(64017) 

Unipwth  Oxoid  Dip-Slide  (ccdimy  count 
only)(64018) 

Ventrex  Uriscreen  (bacteriuriaX67012) 
Wampole  Bacturcult  (colony  count 
only)(70091) 

Analyte  (0482)  Aarobic/Anaerohir 
Organisms — Endocervical 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 

All  Gram  Stain  Procedures — Endocervical 
only(04421) 

Analyte  (0477)  Aarobk/ABanrebic 
Orgaioisms — Urethral 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Gram  Stain  Procedures — ^Urethral 
Only(04111) 

Anal]rte:  (1016)  Chlamydia 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Kodak  SureCell  (direct  ant^n/ 
visual)(34020) 

Seradyn  Vivid  Chlamydia  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(58046) 

Unipath  Clearview  Rapid  Assay  (direct 
antigen/visual)(64001) 

Analyte  (1022)  Cleetridium  tiiWirile 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  Culturette  CUT  (direct 
antigen/visualK07088) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-C.  difficile  (dir 
Ag/visualK40066) 

Vitek  Systems  Vidas  (direct  antigen)(67038) 

Analyte:  (2510)  Haemophilus  jufluanrsa, 
typcb 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  Drtgen  Meningitis  Combo 
Kit  (dirAg/visual)  (07095) 

Becton  Dic^nson  Drtgpn  Meningitis 
Individ.Kit  (dirAg/vis)  (07006) 

Karobio  Phadebact  CSF  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)  (34004) 

Vitek  Systems  SUDEX  Meningite-Kit  5  (dir 
antigen/visual)  (67033) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Meningitis  Panel  (direct 
antigen/visual)  (70008) 

Wellcome  Wellcogen  Bacterial  Ag  Kit  (direct 
antigen/visual)  (70097) 

Analyte:  (2512)  Helicobacter  pylori 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Delta  West  CLOtest  (13252) 

Analyte:  (4317)  N.  gonoirfaoeae  (from 
urogenital  or  rectal  only) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

All  Presumpt.  ID  Using  Select.  Media, 
Oxidase,  &  Cm  Stain  (04438) 

Analyte:  (4302)  Neisseria  gonorrhoeae 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Adams  Scientific  Selecticult-GC  (non- 
confinnatory)  (04250) 

BioQinical  Systems  Gonopen  Screen  (07265) 
Culture  Kits,  Inc.  Goni-Kit  (non- 
confirmatory)  (10098) 

Medical  Technol.Corp.Biocult  GC 
Cult.Paddles  (non-confirm.)  (40043) 


SmithKline  Isocult  Cmnbination  Culture  Test 
(58099) 

SmithKline  Isocult  Diagnostic  Culturing 
System  (58200) 

Troy  Biologicals  Bacti  Gono  Screen  1  (non- 
confirmatory)  (61020) 

Troy  Biologicals  Bacti  Gono  Screen  n  (mm- 
confirmatory)  (61021) 

Analyte  (4303)  Neisseria  meningitMlia  (non¬ 
specific) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Becton  Dickinson  Drtgen  Meningitis  Combo 
Kit  (dirAg/visual)  (07095) 

Analyte:  (4304)  Neisseria  meningitidis, 
group  A 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  Drtgen  Meningitis  Combo 
Kit  (dirAg/visual)  (07095) 

Becton  Dickson  Drtgen  Meningitis 
Individ.Kit  (dirAg/vis)  (07096) 

Becton  Dickinson  N.  Meningitidis  Test 
(direct  antigen)  (07356) 

Karobio  Phadebact  CSF  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)  (34004) 

Vitek  Systems  SUDEX  Meningite-Kit  5  (dir 
antigen/visual)  (67033) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Meningitis  Panel  (direct 
antigen/visuai)  (70008) 

Analyte:  (4306)  Neisseria  meningitidis, 
group  B 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Karobio  Phadebact  CSF  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)  (34004) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Meningitis  Panel  (direct 
antigen/visual)  (70008) 

Analyte:  (4307)  Neisseria  meningitidia, 
group  B  and  E.  coli  K1 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  Drtgen  Meningitis  Combo 
Kit  (dirAg/visual)  (07095) 

Becton  Dickinson  Drtgen  Meningitis 
Individ.Kit  (dirAg/vis)  (07096) 

Vitek  Systems  SLIDEX  Meningite-Kit  5  (dir 
antigen/visual)  (67033) 

Wellcome  Wellcogen  Bacterial  Ag  Kit  (direct 
antigen/visual)  (70097) 

Analyte:  (4308)  Neissmia  meningitidis, 
group  C 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  N.  Meningitidis  Test 
(direct  antigen)  (07356) 

Karobio  Phadebact  CSF  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)  (34004) 

Vitek  Systems  SLIDEX  Meningite-Kit  5  (dir 
antigen/visual)  (67033) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Meningitis  Panel  (direct 
antigen/visual)  (70008) 

Analyte:  (4309)  Neisaaria  meningilidis, 
group  C  and  W13S 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  Drtgen  Meningitis  Combo 
Kit  (dirAg/visual)  (07095) 

Analyte;  (4311)  Neisseria  meningitidis, 
group  W13S 
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Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  N.  Meningitidis  Test 
(direct  antigen)  (07356) 

Karobio  Phadebact  CSP  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)  (34004) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Meningitis  Panel  (direct 
antigen/visual)  (70008) 

Wellcome  Wellcogen  Ba^  Ag  Kit  (Grp 
A.C.Y.W135)  (d  Ag/vis)  (70033) 

Analyte:  (4312)  Neiaaaria  meningitidis, 
group  Y 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  Drtgen  Meningitis  Combo 
Kit  (dirAg/visual)  (07005) 

Becton  DicUnson  Drtgen  Meningitis 
Individ.Kit  (dirAg/^s)  (07096) 

Becton  Dickinson  N.  Meningitidis  Test 
(direct  antigen)  (07356) 

Karobio  Phadebact  CSF  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)  (34004) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Meningitis  Panel  (direct 
antigen/visual)  (70008) 

Analyte:  (5802)  Salmonella 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Ampcor  Dipstick  Salmonella  (including 
broth  culture)  (04164) 

Analyte:  (5807)  Staphylococcus 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Culture  Kits,  Inc.  Staph-Kit  (10143) 
SmithKIine  Isocult  Diagnostic  Culturing 
System  (58200) 

Analyte:  (5808)  Streptococcus  pneumoniae 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  Drtgen  Meningitis  Combo 
Kit  (dirAg/visual)  (07095) 

Becton  Dickinson  Drtgen  Meningitis 
Individ.Kit  (dirAg/vis)  (07096) 

Karobio  Phadebact  CSF  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)  (34004) 

Vitek  Systems  SLIDEX  Meningite-Kit  5  (dir 
antigen/visual)  (67033) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Meningitis  Panel  (direct 
antigen/visual)  (70008) 

Wellcome  Wellcogen  Bacterial  Ag  Kit  (direct 
antigen/visual)  (70097) 

Analyte:  (5810)  Streptococcus,  group  A 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  TestPack  Plus  Strep  A  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)  (04482) 

Abbott  TestPack  Strep  A  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)  (04078) 

Access  Medical  Systems  ImmunoCLONE 
(direct  Ag/visual)  (04311) 

Adams  Scientific  Selecticult-Strep 
(hemolysis  only)  (04249) 

Antibodies  Inc.  Detect-A-Strep  (direct 
antigen/visual)  (04223) 

Baxter  MicroScan  Cards  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)  (07043) 

Baxter  MicroScan  Cards  O.S.  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)  (07206) 

Becton  Dickinson  Culturette  Group  A  Strep 
(dir  Ag/visual)  (07089) 

Becton  Dickinson  Directigen  1-2-3  Group  A 
Strep  (dirAg/vis)  (07091) 

Becton  Dickinson  Directigen  Group  A  Strep 
(dir  Ag/visual)  (07093) 

Becton  Dickinson  QTest  Strep  (direct 
antigen/visual)  (07103) 


Binax  Equate  Strep  A  (direct  antigen/visual) 
(07127) 

BioClinical  Systems  Strep  Screen  Kit 
(hemolysis  only)  (07264) 

BioStar  Strep  A  OIA  (direct  antigen/visual) 
(07248) 

Qba  Coming  Biotrack  Strep  A  (direct 
antigen/visual)  (10167) 

Culture  Kits,  Inc.  Strep-IGt  (hemolysis/ 
bacitracin)  (10099) 

Diagnostic  Pr^ucts  Cmp.  PathoDx  Strep  A 
(dir  Ag/visual)  (13038) 

Disease  Detection  International 
ImmunoCLONE  (dir  Ag/visual)  (13123) 
Hybritech  Concise  Strep  A  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)  (25017) 

Hybritech  Icon  Strep  A  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)  (25020) 

Karobio  Pbadirect  Strep  A  Test  (direct 
antigen/visual)  (34009) 

Kodak  SureCell  (direct  antigen/visual) 

(34020) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  Preview  Strep  A  (direct 
antigen/visual)  (37010) 

Medical  Technology  Corp.  OPTITEC  Strep  A 
(dir  Ag/visual)  (40047) 

Medical  Technology  Corp.  Respiracult-Strep 
(hemolysis  only)  (40049) 

Medical  Technology  Corp.  Respiralex  (dir 
Ag/visual)  (40051) 

Medix  Biotcxdi  Sure-Strep  A  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)  (40056) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Immunocard  (direct 
antigen/visual)(40063) 

New  Horizons  Smart  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(43005) 

New  Horizons  Streptogen  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(43006) 

Pacific  Biotech  Cards  O.S.  Strep  A  (direct 
antigen/visual)(49003) 

Pacific  Biotech  Cards  Strep  A  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(49004) 

Quidel  Group  A  Strep  Test  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(52010) 

SmithKIine  Isocult  Diag.  Culturing  System 
(hemolysis  only)(58094) 

Troy  Biologicals  Bacti  Strep  Screen 
(hemoly  sis/bacitracin)(61 025) 

Unipath  Clearview  Strep  A  (direct  antigen/ 
vi8ual)(64002) 

V-Tech  Target  Strep  A  (direct  antigen/ 
visua))(67006) 

V-Tech  V-Trend  Strep  A  (direct  antigen/ 
vi8ual)(67010) 

Ventrex  Ventrescreen  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(67014) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Group  A  Strep  (direct 
antigen/visual  )(70003) 

Wellcome  Reveal  Colour  Strep  A  (direct 
antigen/visual)(70024) 

Analyte:  (5828)  Streptococcus,  group  A 
(from  throat  only)  * 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Presumpt.  ID  w/Selective  Media, 
Hemolysis  &  Baritracin(04439) 

Analyte:  (5811)  Streptococcus,  group  B 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  Directigen  Group  B  Strep 
(dir  Ag/visual)(07094) 

Becton  Dickinson  Drtgen  Meningitis  Combo 
Kit  (dirAg/visuaI)(07095) 

Becton  Dickinson  Drtgen  Meningitis 
Individ.Kit  (dirAg/vis)(07096) 


Binax  Equate  Strep  B  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(07129) 

Hybritech  Icon  Strep  B  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(25021) 

Karobio  Phadebact  CSF  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(34004) 

Pacific  Biotech  Cards  O.S.  Strep  B  (direct 
antigen/visual)(49081) 

Quidel  Group  B  Strep  Test  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(52011) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Group  B  Strep  (direct 
antigen/visual)(70004) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Group  B  Strep-CS  (direct 
antigen/vi8ual)(70006) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Group  B  Strep-CS 
(including  broth  culture)(70005) 

Wellcome  Wellcogen  Bacterial  Ag  Kit  (direct 
antigen/visual)(70097) 

Analyte:  (6127)  Traponema  pallidum 
Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
All  Darkfield  Examinations(04265) 
SPEOAUTY/SUBSPEOAUTY:  General 
Chemistry 

Analyte:  (0105)  5'Nucleotulase 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Expre8s(10038) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Geroini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gem8tar(16006) 
Electronucieonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (0101)  5-HydroxyindoIac8tic  Acid, 
Urine  (5-HlAA) 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Analyte:  (0480)  Acaloacetate 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Analyte:  (0476)  Acetylcholine/choline 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Analyte:  (0407)  Acid  Phoaphataae 
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Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostic*  Exc8i(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

Baxter  Param^07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehriiiger  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Coulter  Dacri8(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimen6ion(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(1600S) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086)  ^ 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (0404)  Alanine  Aminotransferase 
(ALT)  (SGPT) 


Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11  OCX(04070) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Exc8l(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Per8pective(04142) 

Ames  Clinistat(04150) 

Ames  Seralyzer(04154) 

Ames  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  8e(07170) 

Beckman  Astra  ldeal(070S5) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07060) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  I 
System(07197) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  Plus(07168) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  570  Allianc^l0039) 

Ciba  Coming  580  Alliance(10040i 
Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  1V(13083) 

Dll  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Analyst( 13085) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profller(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(1600S) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
PIus(28083) 


Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  SC  ModuM34017) 
Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46066) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46067) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46068) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AUS60(46129) 

Roi^e  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Roche  Cobas  Ready(55046) 

Sclavo  Uni-Fast  System  Analyzer(58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Fast2  System  Anaiyzer(58194) 
Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  As8ist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (0414)  Albumin 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  II  0CX((]4070) 
Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Perspective(041 42) 

Ames  Clinistat(04150) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Array(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Astra  8(07054) 

Beckman  Astra  8^07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Ideal(07055) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07060) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS'X^07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Behring  Nephelomstei(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 
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Behring  Tuibitiinei(07274) 

Bio-Chem  Laborata^  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

BioChem  Laboratoiy  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Qba  Corning  550  Express(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  570  Alliance(10039) 

Qba  Coming  580  Alliance(10040) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Dacca  XL(10107) 

Coulter  OpUchem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

CoultOT  Optichem  180(10080) 

DataQiem  DC-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systenu  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electroniicleonics  Gem8tar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  0(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrrunentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  SC  Module(34017) 
Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roi^e  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  PIus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Roche  Cobas  Ready(55046) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 

Sclavo  Uni-Past  System  Analyzer(58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Past2  System  Analyzer(58194) 


Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technioon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technioon  DPA-1(61041) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (041S)  AUolaae 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Analyte:  (0416)  Alkaline  Phosphatase  (ALP) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11  OCX(04070) 
Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Perspective(04142) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  8e(07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Ideal(07055) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Qba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  570  Allianc^l0039) 

Qba  Coming  580  Alliance(10040) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

•  (Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 


Du  Pont  Analyst(13085) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  G6m-Profiler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Ganini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemsta^l6006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  C^nesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  SC  Module(34017) 
Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Ck)bas  PARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Roche  Qibas  Ready(55046) 

S  Uni-Past  System  Analyzer(58193) 

S  Uni-Past2  System  Analyzer(58194) 
Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61(X)3) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002] 

Analyte:  (0464)  Alpha*2-HS^lycoprotein 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Analyte:  (0424)  Alpha-Fetoprotein — ^Tumor 
Marlur 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
TOSOH  AlA-1 200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-600(61039) 

Analyte:  (0419)  Alpha-Hydroxybutyrate 
Dehydrogenase  (HBDH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 
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Abbott  Spectnim  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  II  OCX(04070) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Expre88(10038) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstai<16006) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Olympus  Repiy(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Ro^e  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (0427)Ammonia,  Plasma/Senim 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination: 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11  OCX(04070) 
Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Qba  Coming  570  Alliance(10039) 

Coulter  Daco8(10106) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-ProAler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 


Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
P1u8(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  60(34016) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/AU560(46129) 

RoicheCobas  Bio(55100) 

RocheCobas  FARA(55040) 

RocheCobas  FARA  11(55041) 

RocheCobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (0429)Amylase 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  n  GCX(04070) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Perspective(04142) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  8(07054) 

Beckman  Astra  8e(07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Ideal(07055) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio-Chem  laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  I 
System(07197) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  Plus(07168) 
Qba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Coming  570  Alliance(10039) 

Qba  Coming  580  Alliance(10040) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 


DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  U(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  ni(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Analyst(13085) 

Du  Pont  Dimen8ion(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gem8tadl6006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Labwatory  IL  Monarch 
P1u8(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  60(34016) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Rodie  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Roche  Cobas  Ready(55046) 

Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assi8t(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:(0481)Aiigioteaain  Converting 
Enzyme  (ACE) 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(0^R)68) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 


3t 


Federal  Register  /  VoL  58.  No.  141  /  Monday.  July  26.  1993  /  Notices 


9002 


Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Expraa8(10038) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstaf(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  0(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  LrixnatcMy  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Roche  Cobas  BMSSlOO) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  1H55041) 

Technicoo  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Anal]rle:  (0462)ApoUpoprotaiB  A1 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720(07186) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Airay(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Behring  Nephelometei(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 

Behring  Tuibitimer(07274) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hit^i  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Qba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Coulter  Dac^l0106) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profilei(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrxunentation  Lahoratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Isolab  API  Apolipoprotein  Analyzer(28192) 
Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU56^461 29) 

Rcidte  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  PIus(55096) 


Roche  Cabas  Mira  S(55045) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 

Technicon  Assi8t(61002) 

Technicon  DPA-1(61041) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

‘Analyte:  (0457)  Apelipoprotafai  B 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Sprectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Baxter  Paramax(07046) 

Baxter  Paramax  720(07186) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Airay(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 

Behring  Tu^timer(07274) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Qba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-ProBier(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentatiim  Lt^ioratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Isolab  API  Apolipoprotein  Analyaer(28192) 
Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46065) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/AU560(46129) 

Rodie  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Rocha  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(5S045) 

SanoB/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  DPA-1(61041) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (0405)  AspaiMe  Aminotraiislarase 
(AST)  (SCOT) 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Si>ectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  SeriM  11(04060) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  II  OCX(04070) 

Abbott  VP(04062) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  MonitOT  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Per8pective(04 142) 

Ames  Clinistat(04150) 

Ames  Seralyzer(04154) 

Ames  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  Z^07040) 

Beckman  Astra  8e(07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Ideal(07055) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchnm  AS-X^07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Sy^ms  ATAC  2000' 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  I 
System(07197) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  Plus(07168) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  570  AIliance(10039) 

Qba  Coming  580  Alliance(10040) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  m(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Analyst(13085) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profllei(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
PIus(28083) 
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Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P( 34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  SC  Modu)e(34017) 
Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Deman(l(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46069) 

Olympus  Reply/AU 560(461 29) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Roche  Cobas  Ready(55046) 

Sclavo  Uni-Fast  System  Aaalyzer(58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Fast2  System  Analyzer! 581 94) 
Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analjde:  (0722)  Bela-Hydroxybutyrate 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Buehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166)  ■ 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160} 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Ckibas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (0704)  Bilirubin,  Direct 


Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spec:trum  Series  D  OCX(04070) 
Abbott  VP(04082) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Per8pective(04142) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  6(070M) 

Beckman  Astra  8^07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Ideal(070S5) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CB(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio<3iem  Lalmratory  Systems  AT  AC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377] 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Qba  (doming  570  Allianc^l0039) 

Ciba  Ckiming  580  Alliance(10040) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  n(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016] 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-ProBler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instmmentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 


Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Rcidie  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FA^(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mini(55044) 

Roche  Ck)bas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  (3obas  Mira  8(55045) 

Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  A8sist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (0705)  Bilirubin,  Neonatal 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  BPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11  (XX(04070) 
Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Vi8ion(04083) 

Advanced  Instruments  Bilirubin  STAT 
Analyzei(04095) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720(07186) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Cambridge  Instruments  Unistat 
Bilirubinometer(101B3) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  60(34016) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Wako  Bilirubin  Testei(70120) 

Analyte:  (0706)  Bilirubin,  Total 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  BPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 
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Abbott  Spnctnim  Soria*  II  OCX(04070) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  VUion(04083) 

American  Moi^tor  Diagnoetlcs  Bxoei(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnoatica  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnoatica  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnoatks 
Parfpective(04142) 

Amea  ClinUtat(041S0) 

Ame*  Seralyzei(04154) 

Amea  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

Baxter  Parainax(0704a) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  8(07054) 

Beckman  Astra  8^07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Ideal(07055) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X^07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 

Beckman  S3rnchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Plus(07179) 

Becton  Dickinson  QCA  Analyzec(07181) 
Bio^em  Laboratory  Systenu  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  System*  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Bortuinger  Mannheim  Biodynamks 
Unimetar  250(07254) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Biodynamics 
Unimeter  300(07252) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Biodynamics 
Unimeter  330K(07253) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehrii^er  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  747(07166) 
BoehringCT  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  I 
S)rstem(07197) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  Plus(07168) 
Qba  Cmning  550  Express(10036) 

Qba  Coming  570  Alliance(10039) 

Qba  Coming  580  Ailiance(10040) 

Coulter  Dac^ioioe) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Couher  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  C^tichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  C^ticbem  180(10080) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Analy8Ul3085) 

Du  Pont  DimensioD(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(1601S) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Piofii^l6004) 
Eiectronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  GemstaKl6006) 
Eiectronucleonics  Gemstar  n(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 


Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentaflon  Ldxxatary  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektadmm  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  OLtachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektadhem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  60(34016) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46065) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46067) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  DemajKl(46002) 

Olympus  Repl3r(46066) 

Olympus  P.eply/AU560(46129) 

Rodw  Cobes  Bio(SS100) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA(S5040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Phis(55006) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Roche  Cobas  Raedy(5S046) 

Sclavo  Uni-Fast  S3rstem  Analyaei(58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Fast2  System  Anidyaar(58194) 
Tedmkxm  AXON(61001) 

Tedmioon  A8sist(61002) 

Tedmicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Tedmicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Tedmicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Tedmicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Tedmicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Tedmicon  RA  2000^1011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (0708)  Blood  Gaaas  with  pH 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
AVL  940(04010) 

AVL  945(04011) 

AVL  947(04304) 

AVL  990(04019) 

AVL  995(04020) 

AVL  995  Kb(04021) 

Qbe  Coming  170(10033) 

Qba  Coming  178(10034) 

Qba  Coming  238  pH/Blood  Gas 
Analyzer(10164) 

Qba  C^ing  278(10035) 

Qba  Coming  280(10036) 

Qba  Coming  288(10037) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  BG3(28154) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory 
BGElectrolytes(28063) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  1301(28064) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  1302(28065) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  1303(28066) 
Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  1304(26067] 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  1306(28068) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  1310(28193) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  1312(28069) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  813(28072) 
Mallinckrodt  GEM-STAT(40125) 


Mallinckrodt  Gem  6  Plus(40002) 
Mallinckrodt  Gem  Premier(40003) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  1(43029) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  2(43030) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  3(43031) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  4(43032) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  5(43033) 

PPG  Industries  StatPal  Blood  Gas  Analysis 
System(49015) 

Radiometer  ABL  1(55049) 

Radiometer  ABL  2(55001) 

Radiometer  ABL  2  RA(55050) 

Radiometer  ABL  3(55002) 

Radiometer  ABL  3  M(55051) 

Radiometer  ABL  30(55003) 

Radiometer  ABL  300(55004) 

Radicnneter  ABL  330(55005) 

Radiometer  ABL  4(55006) 

Radiometer  ABL  50(55104) 

Radiometer  ABL  500(55052) 

Radiometer  ABL  505(55053) 

Radiometer  ABL  510(55054) 

Radiometer  ABL  520(55055) 

Analyte:  (0721)  Blood  pH  (im  blood  gases) 
Test  Systan,  Assay,  Examination 
Corometrics  220  pH  Sy8tem(1017S) 

Analyte:  (1001)  C-RaacHv*  Pratefai  (CRP) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Aualjrte:  (1004)  Cakhna,  Ionized 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
AMDEV  Lytening  6  Instant  ISE(04347) 
AMDEV  Lytening  6R  Instant  ISE(04349) 
AVL  9140(04305) 

AVL  984-8(04014) 

AVL  987-8(04018) 

Baxter  Lytening  Sterns  32(07306) 
Beckman  LABLYTE  820(07067) 

Qba  Coming  288(10037) 

Qba  Coming  634(10042) 

Coulter  FLEXLYTE  3(10071) 

Coulter  FLEXLYTE  6(10072) 
Instrumentation  LaborahHy 
BGEIectrolytes(28063) 

Mallinckrodt  GEM-STAT(40125) 
Mallinckrodt  Gem  6  Plus(40002) 
Mallinckrodt  Gem  Preinier(40003) 

Nova  2(43016) 

Nova  6(43020) 

Nova  7(43021) 

Nova  8(43022) 

Nova  Nucleus(43028) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  1(43029) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  4(43032) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  5(43033) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  6(43034) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  8(43036) 

Pointe  Scientific  lonetics  Model  330(49062) 
Radiometer  ABL  505(55053) 

Radiometer  ICAl  Ionized  Calcium 
Analyzer(55083) 

Radiometer  1CA2  Ionized  Calcium 
Analyzei(55082) 

Analyte:  (1005)  Calrium,  Total 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectmm(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  0  OCX(04070) 
Abbott  VP(04082) 
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Abbott  Vi8ion(04083) 

American  Monitor  Diagnoatics  Exc^04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagaostks  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnoatics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Per8pective(04142) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  8(07064) 

Beckman  Astra  8^0717(^ 

Beckman  Astra  Ideal(07055) 

Beckman  E2A(07060) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xa(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-XK07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  3(07070) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CZ(07174) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Beckman  Synchron  EL-1^07074) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express  (10038) 

Qba  Coming  570  Alliance  (10039) 

Qba  Coming  580  Alliance  (10040) 

Coulter  Dacos  (10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL  (10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  101X10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Du  Pont  ACA  (13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11  (13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  lU  (13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV  (13063) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V  (13064) 

Du  Pont  Analyst  (13065) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  (13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR  (13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES  (13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS  (16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST  (16017) 

EM  Diagnostic  S3rstems  EPOS  (16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler  (16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini  (16005) 
Electronucleoniq^  Gemstar  (16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  II  (16007) 
Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Phoenix  (28084) 
Kodak  Ektacham  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700 101(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  OT  SC  Module  (34017) 
Nova  10(43011) 

Nova  7(43021) 


Nova  9(43023) 

Nova  Nucleus  (43028) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46064) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46065) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46067) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  DemaDd(46002) 

Olympus  Rapl3K4600^ 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

Prwisioa  S3rsteiiis  Calcetle  (4906(8 
Roche  Cobu  Bio  (55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  (5504(8 
Roche  Cobas  FARA  U  (55(M1) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  (55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus  (55006) 

Roche  (Zobas  Mlia  S  (55045) 

Roche  Ck)bas  Reedy  (55046) 

Sclavo  Uni-Fast  System  AB8l3raer  (58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Fast2  System  Andyzsr  (58194) 
Technicon  AXON  (61001) 

Technicon  Assist  (61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1  (61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24  (61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61(XI6) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (1003)  Carben  Duudde.  Total  (002) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
AVL  986-8(04017) 

Abbott  Spectrum  (04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04066) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  n  (04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  II  OCX(04070) 
Abbott  VP(04082) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Perspective(04142) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  2^07049) 

Beckman  Astra  4(07053) 

Beckman  Astra  8(07054) 

Beckman  Astra  8^07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Idral(07055) 

Beckman  ChIoride/C02  Andyzet(07171) 
Beckman  E4A(07061) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  3(07070) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Beckman  Synchron  EL-1^07074) 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 


Boehringer  Mannhehn  705(07162) 

Boehringer  Mannhetan  Hitadii  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitadii  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitadii  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Qba  Coming  550  Expcesa(10038) 

Qba  Coming  570  Alliance(10039) 

Qba  Coming  580  Aniance(10040) 

Qba  Coming  664  FAST  4(10045) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Dacca  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IU(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pent  ACA  V(13064) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  BPOS(16015) 
Electronudeonics  Gem-Profi]er(16004) 
Electoonucleonics  Gemint(16005} 
Electromideonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electromicleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesir 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Phoenix(28084) 
Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektacham  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015| 

Kodak  Ektachem  DTE  M^ule(34018) 

Nova  12(43013) 

Nova  12  (with  CRTK43046) 

Nova  3(43017) 

Nova  4(43018) 

Nova  4  (with  CRT)(43046) 

Nova  Nucleus(43028) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46064) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46065) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olyn^s  AU  5131(46068) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  RepIy/AU560(46129) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Phu(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 
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Tedmicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicoo  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (1012)  CaitMxyhamoglobiD 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
AVL  912(04009) 

Ciba  Coming  2500  0C>-oximeter(10162) 

Qba  Coming  270  00-oxiinetei(10163) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  282(28189) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  482(28151) 
Radiometer  ABL  520(55055) 

Radiometer  OSM  2(55058) 

Radiometer  OSM  3(55059) 

Analyte:  (1014)  Cerebrospinal  Fluid  Protein 
(CSF) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720(07186) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
PIu8(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Analyte:  (1018)  Chloride 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

AMDEV  Lytening  5  Instant  ISE(04346) 

AVL  9130(04237) 

AVL  983-8(04013) 

AVL  986-8(04017) 

Abbott  Spectriun(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectmm  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  II  GCX(04070) 
Abbott  VP(04082) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Perspective(041 4 2) 

Baxter  CLiNaK  ISE  Module(07185) 

Baxter  Lytening  Systems  30(07305) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720(07166) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  8(07054) 

Beckman  Astra  8^07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Ide6l(07055) 

Beckman  Chloride/C02  Analyzer(07171) 
Beckman  E4A(07061) 

Beckman  LABLYTE  810(07066) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 


Beckman  Synchron  CX  3(07070) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Beckman  Synchron  EL-4SE(07074) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
1SE(07190) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  ISE 
PIus(07191) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hit^i  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Oba  Corning  288(10037) 

Ciba  Corning  550  Express( 10038) 

Ciba  Corning  570  AIliance(10039) 

Ciba  Corning  580  Alliance(10040) 

Ciba  Coming  644(10043) 

Ciba  Coming  664  FAST  4(10045) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  FLEXLYTE  3(10071) 

Coulter  FLEXLYTE  6(10072) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gero-Profiler( 16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 

1-STAT  i-STAT  Portable  Qinical 
Analyzer(28186) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instmmentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Phoenix(28084) 
Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DTE  Module(34018) 
Medica  EasyLyte  Plus  Ion  Selective 
Analyzer<40033) 

Nova  10(43011) 

Nova  12(43013) 

Nova  12(with  CRT)(43049) 

Nova  13(43014) 

Nova  13(with  CRT)(43050) 

Nova  14(43015) 

Nova  14(with  CRT)(43051) 

Nova  3(43017) 

Nova  4(43018] 

Nova  4(with  CRT)(43046) 

Nova  5(43019) 


Nova  5(with  CRT)(43047) 

Nova  Nucleus(43028) 

Nova  Stat  ProBle  4(43032) 

Nova  Stat  ProEie  5(43033) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  6(43034) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Radiometer  ABL  505(55053) 

Radiometer  CMTIO  Chloride  Titrator(55081) 
Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (1020)  Cholesterol 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  II  OCX(04070) 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Perspective(04142) 

Ames  Clinistat(04150) 

Ames  Seralyzer(04154) 

Ames  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  8(07054) 

Beckman  Astra  8e(07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Ideal(07055) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Plus(07179) 

Becton  Dickinson  QCA  Anaiyzer(07181) 
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Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Syttsma  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Bo^iringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehiin^  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166} 
Boehringer  Mannhekn  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  PrcAct  System(07196) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  ReflotTonj(07167) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotion  Plus(07168) 
Chematics  CHEMCARD  Cholesterol  Test 
(wheel)(10204) 

Chematics  CHEMCARD  Cholesterol  Test 
(window)(10203) 

ChemTrak  Accumelec{10165) 

Cholestech  L.D.X.  Lipid  Analyaer(10170) 

Ciba  Coming  550  Bxprees(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  570  Alliance(10039) 

Qba  Coming  580  AUiance(10040) 

Cirrus  Diagnostics  CRP  (Cardiac  Risk 
Profiler){10160) 

Coulter  Daco8(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

DataChem  DG-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(130e3) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13064) 

Du  Pont  Analyst(13085) 

Du  Pont  Dimen8ion(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13067} 

Du  Pont  Dimension  BS(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  G«m-Pro6)^16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstai(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Enzymatics  Q.E.D.  Total  Cholesterol 
Test(16014) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34QZ4) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  60(34016) 

Medical  Technology  Co^  QuikRead(40113) 
Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 
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Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560( 46129) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Ck)bas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plu8(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Min  8(55045) 

Roche  Cobas  Ready(55046) 

Sclavo  Uni-Past  System  A^yaef(58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Pa8t2  System  An^y»t(58194) 
Technicon  AXON(610Q1) 

Technicon  As8ist(610O2) 

Technicon  (]hem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  100()(6101(^ 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  2W(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70003) 

Analyte:  (1021)  Cholmesteraee 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ExGel(0413^ 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Qba  Corning  550  Exptess(10038) 

Coidtec  Dacos(  10106) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleoaics  Gem-Profiier(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gera8Ur(16006) 
Electronucleoaics  Gemstar  0(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  SC  Module(340t7) 
Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/AU560(46t29) 

Ro^e  Cobas  Bio(5510(^ 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(5S040) 

Roche  Ckibas  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Technicon  A88i8t(61002) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 


Technicon  RA  2fXn(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (1053)  Chelyg^ana  (Bile  Acids) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067} 

Abbott  VP(04082) , 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Qba  (doming  550  Expres8(10038) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(1601S) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Piof!Ier(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gem8tar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007} 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Olympus  Repiy(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roidie  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cc^MS  Mira  IMus(55096) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(6t013) 

Analyte:  (1032)  Cortisol 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  IInteUecl(07376) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  ^  300^7160) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitacbi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hhadbi  747((^166) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  U(55041> 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(S5044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Serono  Bd»r  SR  1(58090) 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1(58250) 

Technicon  Inununo  1  Sy8tein(61042) 
Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte;  (1033)  CortiMd,  Urine 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examinatiom 
Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Analyte:  (1034)  Creatine  Kinase  (CK) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  n  OCX(04070} 
Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Vi8ion(04063} 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 


tsi 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  141  /  Monday,  July  26,  1993  /  Notices 


Amarican  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Perspective(04142) 

Ames  Clinistat(04150) 

Ames  Seralyze^04154) 

Ames  Seralyzer  01(04155)  * 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  Z}U07040) 

Beckman  Astra  8e(07170) 

Beckman  Astra  ldml(07055) 

Beckman  Synchton  AS*X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchton  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchton  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchton  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchton  CX  4  CX(07174) 

Beckman  Synchton  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchton  CX  7(07073) 

BioOiem  I^boraUny  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Ch^  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehrin^  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  011(07377) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  I 
System(07107) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  Plu8(07168) 
Qba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Qba  Coming  570  AUianc^l0039) 

Qba  Coming  580  Alliance(10040) 

Coulter  Dac^lOloe) 

Coulter  Decos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  C^tichem  180(10080) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimen8lon(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimensira  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 

EM  Dia^ostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-PToflier(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gem8tai(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(3401S) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  SC  Module(34017) 
Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 


Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/AU560(46129) 

Rfli^e  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  PA^(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  (]obas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Roche  Cobas  Ready(55046) 

Sclavo  Uni-Fast  System  A]^lyzeT(58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-F88t2  System  Analyzer(58194) 
Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (1002)  Creatine  Kinase  MB  Fraction 
(CKMB) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(040S6) 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect(07376) 

Beckman  Synchion  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio<Ihem  laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio<Ihem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Qba  Coming  ACS  180(10046) 

Coulter  Daco8(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  n(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  III  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
System(13253) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV  with  aca  plus  hnmunoassay 
Sy8tem(13254) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 


Du  Pont  ACA  V  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
Sy8tem(13255) 

Du  Pont  Dimen8ion(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  BS(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systenu  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electrcmucleonics  Gemsta^l6006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Hybritech  ICON  QSR  CKMB(25018) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
PIu8(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  SC  Module(34017) 
Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  Dem8nd(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plu8(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Sclavo  Uni-Fast  System  Analyzer(58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Fast2  System  An^yzer(58194) 
TOSOH  A1A-1200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-600(61039) 

Technicon  AXON  (61001) 

Technicon  As8ist(61002) 

V-Tech  Target  CK-MB(67067) 

Analyte:  (1035)  Creatinine 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  II  GCX(04070) 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Di^nostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Perspective(04142) 

Ames  Clinistat(04150) 

Ames  Seralyzer(04154) 

Ames  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  4(07053) 

Beckman  Astra  8(07054) 

Beckman  Astra  8e(07170) 

Beckman  Astra  ldeal(07055) 

Beckman  Creatinine  AnaIyzer(Originai 
Model)(07058) 

Beckman  Creatinine  Analyzer  2(07059) 
Beckman  Synchron  AS*X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 
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Beckman  Synchron  CX  3(07070) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Becton  DicUnson  QBC  Plus(07179) 

Becton  Dickinson  QCA  AnalyzeT(07181) 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron(07167) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  Plus(07168) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  570  Allianc^l0039) 

Ciba  Coming  580  AUiance(10040) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  ni(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  1V(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Analy8t(13085) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Pro{iler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  919(28185) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Phoenix(28084) 
Kodak  Bktachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  60(34016) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  SC  Module(34017) 
Nova  Nucleus(43028) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084)  - 
Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olj'mpus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 


Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  U(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Roche  Cobas  Ready(55046) 

Sclavo  Uni-Fast  System  Analyzer(58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Fast2  System  Analyzer(58194) 
Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012)  Technicon  RA 
XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (1605)  Estradiol 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  1MX(04056) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  ES  300(07160) 
Serono  Baker  SR  1(58090) 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1(58250) 

Analyte:  (1606)  Estriol — Total 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Analyte:  (1607)  Estriol — Uncoiqagated 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Analyte:  (1002)  Ferritin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect(07376) 

Becton  Dickinson  Affinity(07075) 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  ES  300(07160) 
Qba  Coming  ACS  180(10046) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 
Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Serono  Baker  SR  1(58090) 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1(58250) 

TOSOH  A1A-1200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-600(61039) 

Technicon  Immuno  1  System(61042) 

Analyte:  (1907)  Folate  (Folic  Acid) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect(07376) 

Ciba  Coming  ACS  180(10046)  ' 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 


Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Analyte:  (1908)  Follicle  Stimulating 
Hormone  (FSH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Abbott  IMX  Select(04229) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  llntellect(07376) 

Bectcm  Dickinson  Affinity(07075) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  ES  300(07160) 
aba  Coming  ACS  180(10046) 

Cirrus  Diagnostics  immulite(10159) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(40001) 

Serono  Baker  SR  1(58090) 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1(58250) 

TOSOH  A1A-1200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-600(61039) 

Technicon  Immuno  1  Syrtem(61042) 

Analyte:  (1014)  Fmctosamine 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  SpectTum(04067) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Boehringer  Manidieim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  U(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (2201)  Gamma  Glutamyl 
Transfo’ase  (GGT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  n  OCX(04070) 
Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Dia^ostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Perspective(04142) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  8e(07170) 

Beckman  Astra  ldeal(0705S) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X^07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  (X(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Syrtems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio^Ihem  Laboratcny  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 
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BioAutoMad  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  706(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  1 
System(07107) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  P1us(07168) 
Gba  Giroing  550  E)nireai(10038) 

Qba  Gning  570  Ainance(10039) 

Gba  Gmiing  580  AlUance(10040) 

Coulter  Dacoe(10106) 

Coulter  Dacoa  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  C^tidiem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10060) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Analy8t(13065) 

Du  Pont  Dimen8ion(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimenaion  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimenaion  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Syateraa  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnoatic  Syatema  EASY  ST(16017) 

EM  Diagnoatic  Systama  EPOS(16015) 
Electranudeonica  GaiD-Pn^kr(16004) 
Electronuciaonica  GaBuni(16005) 
Electronucleonica  Gem8tai(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gematar  0(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratary  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
P1u8(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  SC  Module(34017) 
Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympiu  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/AU560(46129) 

Roiche  Cobas  Blo(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mir8(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plu8(55006) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Sclavo  Uni-Fast  System  Analysei(S8193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Fast2  System  AnalyzeT(58194) 
Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  As8ist(61002) 

1  echnicon  Qiem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 


Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  2(Hl(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  3(MU70002) 

Analyta:  (2211)  Gastric  Occult  Blood  With 

pH 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
SmithKline  Ga8troocult(S8217) 

Analyte:  (2203)  Glucaoa 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

APEC  Glucose  AnalyEef(04370) 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  II  (XIX(04070) 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Exoel(04130) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Perspective(04142) 

Ames  Clini8tat(04150) 

Ames  Glucometer  ENCORE  QA  Blood 
Glucose  Meter(04423) 

Ames  Glucometer  QA  Blood  Glucose 
Meter(04422) 

Ames  Seralyzer(04154) 

Ames  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

Baxter  Parainax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  4(07053) 

Beckman  Astra  8(07054) 

Beckman  Astra  8e(07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Ideal(07055) 

Beckman  Glucose  Analyzer  (Ori^nal 
Model)(07063) 

Beckman  Glucose  Analyzer  2(07064) 
Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(070B9) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-XM07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-XK07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  3(07070) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Beckman  System  One(0717S) 

Becton  Dickinson  C^C  Plu8(07179) 

Becton  Dickinson  QCA  Analyzar(07181) 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio<]hem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Biodynamics 
Unimeter  300(07252) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Biodynamics 
Unimeter  330K(07253) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 


Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  911(07377) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Refiotroii(07167) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  Plu8(07168) 
Gba  Coming  550  Bxpreaa(10038) 

Gba  Coming  570  Auiaiioe(10030) 

Gba  Coming  580  Allianoe(10040) 

Coulter  Dac^lOlOB) 

Couher  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  10(K10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13062) 

Du  Foot  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  10(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pimt  Analyst(13085) 

Du  Pont  Dim^ion(13(M6) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13067) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  BS(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLJS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Proflier(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(1600S) 
Electronucleonics  Gamst8i(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  0(16007) 
HemoCue  B-Glucoee  Sy8tem(25112) 

I-STAT  i-STAT  Portable  Ginlcal 
Analyzer! 281 86) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  919(28185) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Phoenix(28084) 
Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektadiem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Bttachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  m^tacbern  DT  60(34016) 

MediSense  Satellite  G(40119) 

Nova  12(43013) 

Nova  12  (with  CRT)(43049) 

Nova  14(43015) 

Nova  14  (with  CRT)(43051) 

Nova  Nudsus(43028) 

Nova  Stat  Proflle  5(43033) 

Nova  Stat  Proflie  6(43034) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46066) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(461 10) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46069) 

Olympus  Reply/AUS60(46120) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  0(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Pius(55006) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Roche  Cobas  Ready(5S046) 
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Sclavo  Uni-Fast  System  Analyzer(58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Fast2  System  Analyzer(58194) 
Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Yellow  S^ngs  YSI  Model  1500(76002) 
Yellow  Springs  YSI  Model  2300(76004) 

Analyte:  (2208)  Glucoee-O-Phosphate 
Dehydrogenase  (G-6-PDH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectnim(04067) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Bio-Chem  laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstaril6006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (2204)  Glycosylated  Hemoglobin 
(HgbAlC) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Vision(04083) 

Ames  DCA  2000  Analyzer(04303) 

Bio-Rad  Diamat  Analyzei(07276) 

Chembio  Auto-Glyco-Sep/AlC  jr(10176) 
Ciba  Coming  Model  765  Glycomat(10210) 
DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Drew  Scientific  Glycomat  Haemoglobin 
Analyzer<13260) 

Helena  Laboratories  ColumnMate(25114) 
Seradyn  Glycotrak(58159) 

Analyte:  (2501)  HCG,  Serum,  Qualitative 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TestPack  HCG-combo(04074) 
Access  Medical  Systems  ImmunoCLONE 
(direct  Ag/visualH04311) 

Ampcor  QuikDIP  PrBgnancy(04295) 
Becton  Dickinson  Directigen  1-2-3 
hCG(07269) 

Becton  Dickinson  QTest  Pregnancy 
Combo(07270) 

Bio-Rad  (^iantimune(07141) 


Biomerica  Nlmbus(071S2) 

Chembio  HCG-STAT-PAK(10199) 

Disease  Detection  International  iWiunoCard 
hOGTest(13211) 

Hybritech  ICON  II  HCG  (urine/8erum)(25127) 
Hybritech  Tandem  ICON  n  (urine/ 
serum)(25019) 

Kodak  SureCell  hOG — Urine/Serum(34038) 
Leeco  Diagnostics  Preview  Serum/Urine- 

hCG(37030)  _ 

Medicd  Technology  Corp.  OPTITEC 
HGG(40116) 

Medix  Biotech  HCG  Visual  Pregnancy  (5/5) 
Test  Kit(40133) 

Medix  Biotech  Visual  hOG-M  Pregnancy 
Test(40132) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Immunocard 
Test(40064) 

Pacific  Biotech  Beta  Quik  Stat(49051) 

Pacific  Bioiech  Cards  HQG-Serum/ 
Urine(49052) 

Syntion  Bioresearch  Microcheck  HOG(58219) 
Syntron  Bioresearch  Quikpac  Pregnancy 
Test(58218) 

V-Tech  Target  HCG(67066) 

Wampole  One-Step  HCG(70074) 

Analyte:  (2502)  HCG,  Serum,  Quantitative 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect(07376) 

Becton  Dickinson  Affinity(07075) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  ES  300(07160) 

Ciba  Coming  ACS  180(10046) 

Cirrus  Diagnostics  Immulite(10159) 

Du  Pont  ACA  III  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
System(13253) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
System(13254) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
System(13255) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 

Serono  Baker  SR  1(58090) 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1(58250) 

TOSOH  A1A-1200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-600(61039) 

Technicon  Immuno  1  System(61042) 

Analyte:  (2503)  HCG,  Urine,  Qualitative 
(Non-Waived  Procedures) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ampcor  Monoclonal  Pregnancy  beta-HCG 
Liquid  Card  Test(04298) 

Ampcor  Quik-Dot  Pregnancy  beta-HCG  Dry 
Card  Test(04296) 

Bio-Rad  Quantimune(07141) 

Biomerica  Nimbus(07152) 

Carter  Products  ANSWER  Pregnancy 
Test(10174) 

Medix  Biotech  HCG  Visual  Pregnancy  (5/5) 
Test  Kit(40133) 

Medix  Biotech  Visual  hOG-M  Pregnancy 
Test(40132) 

NCS  Pregnancy  Latex  Slide  Te8t(43052) 
Organon  Teknika  Pregnosticon  Dri- 
Dot(46119) 

PaciBc  Biotech  Beta  Quik  Stat(49051) 

Roche  Pregnosis(55048) 

Stanbio  Fertitell  Pregnancy  Slide  Test(58166) 
Stanbio  Fertiter  Pregnancy  Slide  Test(58120) 
Stanbio  QuickTeli(58121) 

Syntron  Bioresearch  Microcheck  HOG(58219) 


Wampole  UCG-BETA  SLIDE 
MONOCLONAL  0(70132) 

Wampole  UOG-BETA  Stat(70131) 

Wampole  UOG-SUDB  TECT(70133) 

Analyte:  (2534)  HCG,  Urine,  Quantitative 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Wampole  UCG-BETA  Stat(70131) 

Analytr.  (2543)  HCG,  Whole  Blood, 
Qualitative 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Bio-Rad  Quantimune(07141) 

Pacific  Biotech  Beta  (^ik  Stat(49051) 

Analyte:  (2550)  HDL  Cholesterol 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Vision,  Whole  Blood  HDL 
Procedure(04243) 

Ames  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  I 
System(07197) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  Plus(07168) 
CholestM±  LD.X.  Lipid  Analyzer(10170) 
Cirrus  Diagnostics  C^  (Cardiac  Risk 
ProfilerKl0160) 

Du  Pont  Analyst(13085) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS  (auto. 

sample  pretTeatmentKl6022) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST  (auto. 

sample  pretreatmentKl6025) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Genutar  11(16007) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  60(34016) 

Medical  Technology  Coip.  QuikRead(40113) 

Analyte:  (2547)  Human  Growth  Hormone 
(GH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
TOSOH  A1A-1200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-600(61039) 

Analyte:  (2812)  Insulin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  ES  300(07160) 
TOSOH  A1A-1200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-600(61039) 

Analyte:  (2814)  Iron 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  II  GCX(04070) 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excal(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 
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Amarican  Monitor  DiagDortics 
P«npective(04142) 

Baxter  Parainax(0704S) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(0704g) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Sjmdiran  CX  4  (2(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX.  7(07073) 

BioChem  L^mratory  Sy^ema  AT AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Qiam  Labcmtory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehiinger  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehrin^  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehiinger  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehiinger  Mannhstan  Hitadii  736(07184) 
Boehiinger  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehiinger  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehiinger  Mannheim  Hitachi  011(07377) 
Ciba  Coming  550  ExjMe8s(10038) 

Qba  Craning  570  Alliance(10039) 

Coulter  Dao^l0106) 

Coulter  Dacos  Xli(10107) 

Ckiulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  12(K10079) 

Ckniher  Optkbem  18(K 10080) 

Deta(3iem  DC-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  10(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  lV(130e3) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Diinensiott(13066) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13067) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  BPOS(1601S) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profilei(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(1600S) 
Electmiucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  D(1(MX>7) 
Instrumentation  laboratory  IL  Onesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  TL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrunientation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  25(K34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roiche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobes  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Ck^MS  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Phi8(S5096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assi8t(61002) 


Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Tedinkon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  ]Cr(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (2823)  fans  Bindii^  Capadly, 
Unaat.  (IIIBC)  No  Pretraat 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07181) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehrin^  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07185) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehrin^  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  Chem  1  Plus(61036) 

Analyte:  (2820)  bod  trie  Dehydrogenase 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Analyte:  (3403)  Ketone,  Blood 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  ACETEST(04381) 

CDS  Diagnostics  Stat-Site  Metei<22126) 

Analyte:  (3701)  LactMe  Dahydrogenaao 
(LDH) 

Test  Sysian,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectruin(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrtim  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  0(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  II  GCX(04070) 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Per8pective(04142) 

Ames  Clinistat(04150) 

Ames  SeralyzeH04154) 

Ames  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  8e(07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Ideal(07055) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  S3mchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio<Ihem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chra  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07ig2) 


Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Expres8(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  570  AlliaiKx(10039) 

Ciba  Coming  580  Alliaiice(10040) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10060) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13063) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimen8kMi(13066) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(1321S) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Di^nostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profil^l8004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstai(16006) 
Electronuclaonics  Gemstar  0(16007) 
Instrumentation  Labraatasy  IL  Gene^ 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Labraatoiy  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumraitation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
PIus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  301(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  SC  ModuM34017) 
Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Repiy(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

Ro(±e  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobes  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Ckibas  Mira  Plus(55006) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Roche  Cobas  Raady(5S046) 

Sclavo  Uni-Fast  System  A^yzer(58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Fast2  System  Anal3rzei(58194) 
Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assi8t(61(X)2) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 
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Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technioon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Di^oetics  30R(70002) 

Anel]rte:  (3702)  LactsAe  Ddiydrogenaae 
Heart  Fraction  (LDH-1) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectnim(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  II  OCX(04070) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

BioOiem  laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Boehri^er  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Expre88(10038) 

Coulter  Dac^lOlOe) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13062) 

Du  Pont  ACA  U(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  m(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13064) 

Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstai(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  0(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympiu  Rsply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46126) 

Rcidw  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040)  ' 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  U(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  Assi8t(61002) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (3703)  Lactate  Dehydrogenase  Lhrer 
Fraction  (LLDH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13064) 

Anal3rte:  (3704)  Lactic  Add  (Lactate) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 


Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio<Ihem  Laboratory  Syrtems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehrii^er  Mannheim  Hitachi  011(07377) 
Qba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  570  Alliance(10030) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

DuPontACA(130e2) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  P(mt  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimendon(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gein-Pn)fil^l6004) 
Electronucleonics  Ganini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Genistai(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  0(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Labmatory  0.  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  60(34016) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  7(43035) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/AU560(46129) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FA^(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  As8i8t(61002) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Yellow  Springs  Y^  Model  1500  Sport(76003) 
Yellow  Springs  YSl  Model  2300(76004) 
Yellow  Springs  YSI  Model  2372(76005) 

Analyte:  (3709)  Leudna  Aminopqitidase 
(LAP) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Synchrtm  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Syndmm  CX  7(07073) 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Analyte:  (3711)  Lipase 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 


Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Bio-C3iem  Laboratory  Syrtems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Lalraratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Maimheim  HH^i  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  7(^07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Ciba  Ceding  550  Expreas(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  570  Alliance(10039) 

Coulter  Daco8(10106) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13067) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  0(160^) 
Instrumentation  Ldxnatory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/AU560(46129) 

Roidie  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira( 55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  5(55045) 

Technioon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Analyte:  (3712)  Lithinm 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
AMDEV  Lytening  2  Instant  ISE(04348) 
AMDEV  Lytening  2z  Instant  15^04345) 
AVL  985-5(04015) 

AVL  985-51(04016) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Amdev  ISE  Analyzer(04136) 

Baxter  CUNaK  ISE  Module(07185) 

Baxter  Lytening  Systems  31(07304) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720(07186) 
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Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07040) 

Beckman  LABLYTB  830(07068) 

Beckman  Synchron  ELrISB(07074) 

Cibe  Coming  480(10173) 

Qba  Craning  654(10044) 

Coulter  FLEXLYTB  3(10071) 

Coulter  FI^LYTE  6(10072) 

Du  Pont  Na,  K,  Li  Analyzar(13090) 
Instrumentation  Labraatoiy  IL  043(28190) 
Medka  EasyLyte  Litliium(40130) 

Nova  11(43012) 

Nova  11  (with  CRTK43048) 

Nova  13(43014) 

Nova  13  (with  CRTK43050) 

Nova  4(43018) 

Nova  4  (with  CRTX43046) 

Nova  Nucleus(43028) 

Analyte:  (3713)  Ijiteiniang  Honnone  (LH) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ahhott  1MX(04056) 

Ahhott  IMX  Select(04229) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  nnteUect(07376) 

Becton  Dickinson  Affinity(07075) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  ES  300(07160) 
aha  Coming  ACS  180(10046) 
arms  Diagnostics  Immulite(10159) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 
Serono  Baker  SR  1(58090) 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1(58250) 

TOSOH  A1A-1200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-600(61039) 

Technicon  Immuno  1  System(61042) 

Analyte:  (4002)  Magnesium 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ahhott  Spectium(04067) 

Ahhott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Ahhott  Spectnim  Series  11(04069) 

Ahhott  Spectrum  Series  B  OCX(04070) 
Ahhott  VP(04082) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Perspective(04142) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio<]hem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07183) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
aba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 
aba  Coming  570  Alliance(10039) 
aba  Coming  580  Alliance(10040) 

Coulter  Dac^l0106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  C^tichem  120(10079) 


Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  m(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimensicm  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  BS(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profilei(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstai(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

InstiTimentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  60(34016) 

Nova  6(43020) 

Nova  Nucleus(43028) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46069) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roidie  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(5S096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assi8t(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (4018)  Magnesium,  Ionized 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Nova  Stat  Profile  8(43036) 

Anal3rta:  (4019)  Microalbumin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 


Beckman  Array(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
aba  Coming  550  Expre8s(10038) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  LabonRory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Rciche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Oibas  Mira(55044) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Analyte:  (4026)  Microprotein.  CSF 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectnun(04067) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus( 55096) 

Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  As8ist(61002) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (4027)  Microprotein,  Urine 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 
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Beckman  Synchitm  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systema  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Qba  Coming  550  Expre88(10038) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EroS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler(16004) 
Electrcnucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  Reply(46066) 

Olympus  Reply/AU560(46129) 

'  Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  0(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (4023)  Myoglobin 
Test  System.  Assay,  ExamJnatJoa 
Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  0(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  0ntellect(07376) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 

Analyte:  (4602)  Osmolality,  Serum 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Advanced  Instruments  3M0  Micro- 
0smometer(043 1 5) 

Advanced  Instruments  Cryomatic  3C2 
0smometer(04314) 

Advanced  Instruments  DigiMatk  3D2 
Osmometer(04097) 

Advanced  Instruments  Wide  Range 
Osmometer  3W2(04330) 

Fiske  2400  Osmometer(19008) 

Precision  Systems  Cryette  WR(49053) 
Precision  Systems  Micro  uO8inette{49059) 
Precision  Systems  Multi-Osmette(49054) 
Precision  Systems  08mette(49058) 
Precision  Systems  Osmette  A(49056) 
Precision  Systems  Osmette  0(49055) 
Precision  Systems  Osmette  S(49057) 
Wescor  5500  Vapor  Pressure 
Osmometer(70037) 

Wescor  5500XR  Vapor  Pressure 
O8mometer(70094) 

Wescor  Colloid  Osmometer  Model 
4100(70096) 

Wescor  Colloid  Osmometer  Model 
4400(70095; 


Wescor  Colloid  Osmometer  Model 
4420(70036) 

Analyte:  (4603)  Osmolality,  Urine 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Advanced  Instruments  3M0  Micro- 
Osmometer(0431 5) 

Advanced  Instruments  Cryomatic  3C2 
OsmometeT(04314) 

Advanced  Instruments  DigiMatic  3D2 
Osmometer(04097) 

Advanced  Instruments  Wide  Range 
Osmometer  3W2(04330) 

Fiske  2400  Osmometer(19008) 

Precision  Systems  Cryette  WR(49053) 
Precision  Systems  Micro  uOsmette(490S9) 
Precision  Systems  Multi-O8mette(49054) 
Precision  Systems  O8mette(49058) 

Precision  Systems  Osmette  A(49056) 
Precision  Systems  Osmette  n(49055) 
Precision  Systems  Osmette  S(49057) 

Wescor  5500  Vapor  Pressure 
08mometer(70037) 

Wescor  5500}Ut  Vapor  Pressure 
08mometer(70094) 

Wescor  Colloid  Osmometer  Model 
4100(70096) 

Wescor  Colloid  Osmometer  Model 
4400(70095) 

Wescor  Colloid  Osmometer  Model 
4420(70036) 

Analyte:  (4604)  OxyhemoglobinAOxygea 
Saturation 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
AVL  912(04009) 

AVL  995  Hb(04021) 

Ciba  Coming  2500  00-oximeter(10162) 

Qba  Coming  270  CO-oximeter(10163) 
Instnunentation  LaboraUxy  IL  282(28189) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  382(28212) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  482(28151) 
Radiometer  ABL  520(55055) 

Radiometer  OSM  2(55058) 

Radiometer  OSM  3(55059) 

Waters  Instruments  Oxicom  2000(70121) 
Waters  Instruments  Oxicom  2100(70130) 
Waters  Instruments  Oxicom  3000(70075) 

Analyte:  (4905)  Phosphatidylglyoerol  (PG) — 
Amniotic  Fluid 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Irvine  Scientific  AnmioStat — FLM(28085) 
Analyte:  (4906)  Phosphorus 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectmm  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  II  OCX(()4070) 
Abbott  VP(04082) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Perspective(04142) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  23^07049) 

Beckman  Astra  8(07054) 

Beckman  Astra  8e(07170) 

Beckman  Astra  ldraU07055) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 


Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  OE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio-Chem  laboratory  S]rstems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07102) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Qba  Coming  550  Exprees(10038) 

Qba  Coming  570  Alfiance(10039) 

Qba  Coming  580  Alliance(10040) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

DataChem  DG-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler(160M) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
PIus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  60(34016) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

Roidie  Cobas  Bio('55100) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  0(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  5(55045) 
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ScUvo  Uni-Fast  System  AnalyzeT(58193) 
Sclavo  UQl-Fast2  System  Analyxei<58194) 
Technioon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technioon  DAX  72(61006) 

Tedinicon  DAX  06(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Di^ostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (4010)  Potaaeiam 

Test  Systam,  Assay,  Examination 

AMDEV  Lytening  1  Instant  ISE(04344) 

*-  AMDEV  Lytening  2  Instant  ISB(04346) 
AMDEV  Lytening  2z  Instant  IS^04345) 
AMDEV  Lytening  5  Instant  ISE(04346) 
AMDEV  Lytening  6  Instant  ISE(04347) 
AMDEV  Lytening  6R  Instant  ISE(04349) 

AVL  0120(04236) 

AVL  0130(04237) 

AVL  0140(04305) 

AVL  082-S(04012) 

AVL  983-S(04013) 

AVL  084-8(04014) 

AVL  985-8(04015) 

AVL  086-8(04017) 

AVL  987-8(04018) 

Abbott  Spectnun(04067) 

Abbott  Spectnun  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  II  OCX(04070) 
Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  VUion(04083) 

Amdev  ISE  Analyzei(04136) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Exc8l(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Par8pective(04142) 

Ames  Clinistat(04150) 

Ames  Seralyzer(04154) 

Ames  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

Baker  Ana-Lyte  4-1(07021) 

Baker  Ana-Lyte  4-2(07022) 

Baxter  CLiNaK  ISE  Module(07185) 

Baxter  Lytening  Systems  20(07303) 

Baxter  Lytening  Systems  30(07305) 

Baxter  Lytening  Systems  31(07304) 

Baxter  Lytening  Systems  32(07306) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720(07166) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  21X(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  4(07053) 

Beckman  Astra  8(07054) 

Beckman  Astra  8^07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Ideal(07055) 

Beckman  E2A(07060) 

Beckman  E4A(07061) 

Beckman  LABLYTB  800(07065) 

Beckman  LABLYTB  810(07066) 

Beckman  LABLYTE  620(07067) 

Beckman  LABLYTE  830(07068) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  3(07070) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 


Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Beckman  Synchron  BL-ISB(07074) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chra  Labcvatory  Systems  ATAC 
ISB(07190) 

Bio<Ihem  Labwatoiy  Systems  ATAC  ISE 
Plus(07191) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Biodynamics 
Unimeter  250(07254) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Biodynamics 
Unimeter  300(07252) 

BoehrlngOT  Mannheim  Biodynamics 
Unimeter  330K(07253) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehrin^  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  011(07377) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  I 
System(071B7) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  Plus(07168) 
Gba  Coming  288(10037) 

Gba  Qmiing  480(10173) 

Gba  Coming  570  Alliance(10030) 

Gba  Coming  580  Alliance(10040) 

Gba  Coming  614(10041) 

Gba  Coming  644(10043) 

Gba  Coming  654(10044) 

Gba  Craning  664  FAST  4(10045) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  FLEXLYTE  3(10071) 

Coulter  FLEXLYTE  6(10072) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Du  Pont  ACA  U(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  ni(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

Du  Pont  Na.  K,  Li  Analyzer(13090) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemsta^l6006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Electronucleonics  Starlyte  11(16009) 

I-STAT  i-STAT  Portable  Ginical 
Analyzer(28186) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory 
BGElectroIyte8(28063) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  501(28070) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  502(28071) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  943(28190) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Phoenix(26084) 
Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DTE  Module(34018) 
Uston  ECS  2000(37036)  Mallinckrodt 
GEM-STAT(40125) 


Mallinckrodt  Gem  6  Plus(40002) 
Mallinckrodt  Gem  Pramier(40003) 

MedTest  Systems  Medisensor  2001(40120) 
Medica  EasyLyte  Ion  Selective 
Analyzer(40032) 

Medica  EasyLyte  Lithium(40130) 

Medica  EasyLyte  Plus  Ion  Selective 
Analyzer(40033) 

Nova  1(43010) 

Nova  1  (with  CRTK43045) 

Nova  10(43011) 

Nova  11(43012) 

Nova  11  (with  CRT)(43048) 

Nova  12(43013) 

Nova  12  (with  CRTK43040) 

Nova  13(43014) 

Nova  13  (with  CRTH43050) 

Nova  14(43015) 

Nova  14  (with  CRTM43051) 

Nova  4(43018) 

Nova  4  (with  CRT)(43046) 

Nova  5(43019) 

Nova  5  (with  CRT)(43047) 

Nova  6(43020) 

Nova  9(43023) 

Nova  Nucleu^43028) 

Nova  Stat  Proflle  1(43029) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  2(43030) 

Nova  Stat  Proflle  4(43032) 

Nova  Stat  Proflle  5(43033) 

Nova  Stat  Proflle  6(43034) 

Nova  Stat  Proflle  8(43036) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Orion  Model  1020  Na/K  Analyzer(46120) 
Pointe  Scientiflc  lonetics  Electrolyse 
Analyzer  11(49063) 

Pointe  Scientiflc  lonetics  Model  310(49061) 
Radiometer  ABL  4(55006) 

Radiometer  ABL  505(55053) 

Radiometer  KNA  1(55056) 

Radiometer  KNA  2(55057) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096j 
Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Seragen  Quick-Lyte  K/Na(58192) 
Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (4914)  Progeeterone 
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Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Becton  DicUnson  Affinity(07075) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  BS  300(07160) 

Serono  Baker  SR  1(58090) 

Serono  Diagnostica  SR  1(58250) 

Aiial]rte:  (4915)  Prolactin 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Abbott  IMX  Select(04229) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratua  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratua  Ilntellect(07376) 

Becton  Dickinaon  Affinity(07075) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  BS  300(07180) 

Qba  Coniing  ACS  180(10048) 

PB  Diagnoatica  Syatema  OPUS(49001) 

Serono  Baker  SR  1(58090) 

Serono  Diagnoatica  SR  1(58250) 

TOSOH  A1A-1200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-«00(61039) 

Technicon  Immuno  1  Sy8tem(61042) 

Analyte:  (4918)  Proetatic  Acid  Phoephataae 
(PAP) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Baxter  Stratua(07050) 

Baxter  Stratua  11(07051) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Inatrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
PIua(28083) 

TOSOH  A1A-1200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-600(61039) 

Analyte:  (4921)  Protein,  Total 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  SpectTum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  BPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Seriea  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Seriea  n  (XIX(04070) 
Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Viaion(04083) 

American  Monitor  Diagnoatica  Bxcel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnoatica  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnoatica  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnoatica 
Perspective(04142) 

Amea  Clini8tat(04150) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Aatra  8(07054) 

Beckman  Aatra  8e(07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Ideal(07055) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 
Bio-Chem  laboratory  Syatema  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Syatema  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 


Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Qba  Canning  550  Ex]neas(10038) 

Qba  Coming  570  Alliaime(10039) 

Qba  Coming  580  Alliance(10040) 

Coulter  Dac^l0106) 

Coulter  Dacoa  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  m(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  AnalyaUl3085) 

Du  Pont  Dimen8ion(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  (?emini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gem8tar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  0(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Phoenix(28084) 
Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  60(34016) 

Nova  Nucleus(43028) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Reichert  TS  Meter(55071) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FA^(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  8(55045) 

Roche  Cobas  Ready(55046) 

Sclavo  Uoi'Fast  System  Analyzer(58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Fast2  System  Analyzer(58194) 
Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  As8ist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 


Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20^70001) 

Wako  Diagnostica  30R(70002) 

Analyta:  (4923)  Peandncholineelaraaa 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  n(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  m(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimen8ion(13088) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

Analyte:  (4941)  Pymvala 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Analyte:  (5507)  Retinol  binding  protein 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelcnneter  100(07272) 

Analyte:  (5805)  Sodium 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
AMBEV  Lytening  1  Instant  ISE(04344) 
AMDEV  Lytening  2  Instant  ISE(04348) 
AX4DEV  Lytening  2z  Instant  18^04345) 
AMDEV  Lytenirrg  5  Instant  ISE(04346) 
AMDEV  Lytening  6  Instant  ISE(04347) 
AMDEV  Lytening  6R  Instant  ISE(04349) 
AVL  9120(04236) 

AVL  9130(04237) 

AVL  9140(04305) 

AVL  982-8(04012) 

AVL  983-8(04013) 

AVL  984-8(04014) 

AVL  985-8(04015) 

AVL  986-8(04017) 

AVL  987-8(04018) 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  n  CCX(04070) 
Abbott  VP(04082) 

Amdev  ISE  Analyzei(04136) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Perspective(04142) 

Baker  Ana-Lyte  •fl(07021) 

Baker  Ana-Lyte  -f 2(07022) 

Baxter  CLiNaK  ISE  Moduie(07185) 

Baxter  Lytening  Systems  20(07303) 

Baxter  Lytening  Systems  30(07305) 

Baxter  Lytening  Systerru  31(07304) 

Baxter  Lytening  Systems  32(07306) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720(07186) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  4(07053) 

Beckman  Astra  8(07054) 

Beckman  Astra  8^07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Ideal(07055) 

Beckman  E2A(07060) 

Beckman  E4A(07061) 

Beckman  LABLYTE  800(07065) 

Beckman  LABLYTE  810(07066) 
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Beckman  LABLYTB  820(07067) 

Beckman  LABLYTB  830(07068) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS*X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchroo  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  SynchroD  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  3(07070) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Sjmchioa  CX  7(07073) 

Beckman  Synchron  EL-1^07074) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Sjrsteau  ATAC 
ISE(07190) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratmy  Syttems  ATAC  ISE 
Plus(07191) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  706(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Gba  Coming  288(10037) 

Gba  Coming  480(10173) 

Gba  Coming  570  A)lian(»(10039) 

Gba  Coming  580  AIHance(10040) 

Gba  Coming  614(10041) 

Gba  Coming  644(10043) 

Gba  Coming  654(10044) 

Gba  Coming  664  FAST  4(10045) 

Coulter  Daco8(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  FLEXLYTE  3(10071) 

Coultw  FLEXLYTE  6(10072) 

Coulter  Opticbem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(1 3087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

Du  Pont  Na,  K,  Li  Analyzer(13090) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Pro6Ier(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(1600S) 
Eiectronucleonics  Gemstai(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Eiectronucleonics  Starlyte  11(16009) 

1-STAT  i-STAT  Port^  Ginical 
Anal]fZ8t(28186) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory 
BGElectrolytes(28063) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  501(28070) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  502(28071) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  943(28190) 
instrumentation  Ldioratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  LiRmratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentatioa  L^ioratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(280e3) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Pboeouc(28064) 
Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DTE  M^ule(34018) 
Liston  ECS  2000(37036) 

Mallinckrodt  GEM-STAT(40125) 
Mallinckrodt  Gem  Premi^40003) 

MedTest  Systems  Medisenior  2001(40120) 
Medica  EasyLyte  Ion  Selectiva 
Analyzer(40032) 


Medica  EasyLyte  Lithium(40130) 

Medica  EasyLyte  Plus  Ion  Selective 
Analyzer(40033) 

Nova  1(43010) 

Nova  1  (widi  CRTK43045) 

Nova  10(43011) 

Nova  11(43012) 

Nova  11  (with  CRTH43048) 

Nova  12(43013) 

Nova  12  (with  CRT)(43049) 

Nova  13(43014) 

Nova  13  (with  CRTK43050) 

Nova  14(43015) 

Nova  14  (with  CRT)(430S1) 

Nova  4(43018) 

Nova  4  (with  CRT)(43046) 

Nova  5(43019) 

Nova  5  (with  CRT)(43047) 

Nova  6(43020) 

Nova  9(43023) 

Nova  Nucleus(43028) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  1(43029) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  2(43030) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  4(43032) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  5(43033) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  6(43034) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  8(43036) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031 (46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46(X)2) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/AU 560(461 29) 

Orion  Model  1020  Na/K  Ana)yzer(46120) 
Pointe  Scientific  lonetics  Electrolyte 
Analyzer  11(49063) 

Pointe  Scientific  lonetics  Model  310(49061) 
Radiometer  ABL  505(55053) 

Radiometer  KNA  1(55056) 

Radiometer  KNA  2(55057) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(S5096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Seragen  Quick-Lyte  K/Na(58192) 
Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48t61(K)S) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70(X)1) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyta:  (5823)  Sorhilat  Dahydiagenase 
(SDH) 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Maimbeim  Hitachi  717(07163) 


Gba  CcHoing  550  Expte6s(10038) 

Coulter  Daco8(10106) 

Eiectronucleonics  GemstaKlfiOOO) 
Eiectronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Rci^e  Cobas  Bi^551(K)) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  C^obas  FARA  I1(55(M1) 

Roche  C^obas  Mira(55()44) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  RA  100(X61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  5(N)(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (6102)  Tastaatarona 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Serono  Baker  SR  1(58090) 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1(58250) 

Analyta:  (6106)  Tliyroid  StimnlaHng 
Hormone  (TSH) 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Baxter  Stratus(Q7050) 

Becton  Dickinson  IQ  Immunochemical 
System(07429) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Gba  Coming  ACS  180(10046) 

Du  Pont  ACA  III  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
System(13253) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
System(13254) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V  with  aca  plus  Immunoassay 
System(13255) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49(X)l) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Serono  Baker  SR  1(58090) 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1(58250) 

Syva  Vista  Immunoassay  Sy8tem(58221) 
TOSOH  AlA-1 200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-600(61039) 

Analyta:  (6108)  Tliyroid  Stimulating 
Hormone— 4iigh  Sans.  (TSH-HS) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Baxter  Stratus(070^) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  nntellect(07376) 

Becton  Dickinson  Affinity(07075) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  ES  300(07160) 

Grrus  Diagnostics  lmmulite(101S9) 
Technicon  Immuno  1  System(61042) 

Analyta:  (6109)  Th3rroxina  (T4) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Abbott  Vision(04063) 

Access  Medical  Systems  dChem(04309) 
Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratiu  llntellect(07376) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Becton  Dickinson  AfBnit^07075) 

Bio-Chem  Labcvatory  Systems  ATAL 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 
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Boehringer  Mannheim  ES  300(07160) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Qba  Coming  550  Expres8(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  ACS  180(10046) 

Cirrus  Diagnostics  Immulite(10159) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  rV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 

Photest  Diagnostics  dChem(49050) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Serono  Baker  SR  1(58090) 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1(58250) 

Syva  Vista  Irrununoassay  System(58221) 
TOSOH  A1A-1200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-600(61039) 

Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  Immuno  1  System(61042) 
Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (6110)  Thyroxine  Binding  Globulin 
(TBG) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  ES  300(07160) 
Analyte:  (6111)  Thyroxine,  Free  (FT4) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Baxter  Stratu8(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 


Baxter  Stratus  IIntellect(07376) 

Becton  Dickinson  Affinity(07075) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  ES  300(07160) 

Ciba  Coming  ACS  180(10046) 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1(58250) 

Syva  Vista  Immunoassay  System(58221) 
TOSOH  A1A-1200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-600(61039) 

Technicon  Immuno  1  System(61042) 
BioMerieux  Vitek  Vidas(07434) 

Anal]rte:  (6131)  Total  Solids  (Protein) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
American  Optical  TS  Meter(04285) 

Reichert  TS  Meter(55071) 

Analyte:  (6114)  Transferrin 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (6118)  Triglyceride 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  II  OCX(04070) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Perspecti  ve(04 1 42) 

Ames  Clinistat(04150) 

Ames  Seralyzer(04154) 

Ames  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  8(07054) 

Beckman  Astra  8e(07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Ideal(07055) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Plus(07179) 

Becton  Dickinson  CJCA  Anaiyzer(07181) 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT AC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164] 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  I 
System(07197) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  Plus(07168) 
Cholest^  LD.X.  Lipid  Analyzer(10170) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  570  Alliance(10039) 

Ciba  Coming  580  Alliance(10040) 


Cirms  Diagnostics  CRP  (Cardiac  Risk 
Profilor){10160) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 
dbulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Analyst(13085) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profller(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
‘  2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  60(34016) 

Medical  Technology  Corp.  QuikRead(40113) 
Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  8(55045) 

Roche  Cobas  Ready(55046) 

Sclavo  Uni-Fast  System  Analyzer(58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Fast2  System  Analyzer(58194) 
Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 
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Analjt*:  (tllS)  TriiododijraiiiM  fTS) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Baxter  Stnitu8(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  Iliitellect(07376) 

Bio^Ihem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC 
6000(07189) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  ES  300(07150) 

Ciba  Coming  ACS  180(10046) 

COITUS  Diagnostics  Iminullte(10159) 
Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 
Roche  Cobas  PARA(S5040) 

Rodie  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Serono  Baker  SR  1(58090) 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1(58250) 

Syva  Vista  Immunoassay  System(58221) 
TOSOH  A1A-1200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-600(61039) 

Technicon  Immuno  1  System(61042) 

Analyte:  (6120)  TliiodothyTonine  Uptake 
(T3U)(TU) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Access  Medical  Systems  dChem(04309) 
Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  llnteHect(07376) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174} 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  S)mchron  CX  7(07073} 

Becton  Dickinson  Affinity(07075} 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT AC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  ES  300(07160) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitadii  747(07166) 
Boeliringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Ciba  Coming  550  BxprB8s(10038} 
aba  Coming  ACS  180(10046) 

(Cirrus  Diagnostics  lmmulite(10159) 
Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172} 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13O03) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(ie015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  E.  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084} 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 


Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ A\j560(46129) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 

Photest  Diagnostics  dChem(49050) 

Roche  Cobas  Biof 55100) 

Roche  Cobas  PAKA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  5(55045) 

Serono  Baker  SR  1(58090) 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1(58250) 

Syva  Vista  Immunoassay  System(S8221) 
TOSOH  A1A-1200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-600(61039) 

Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  Immune  1  Sy5tem(61042) 
Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT{61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (6121)  Triiodothjrronine,  Free  (FT3) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Qba  Coming  ACS  180(10046) 

Anal3rte:  (6403)  Urea  (BUN) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectmm  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11  GCX((M070) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  PLx(04072) 

Abbott  VP(04062) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

American  Monitor  DiagiK>stic8  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
PBrspective(04142) 

Ames  Azostix(04307) 

Ames  Clinistat(04150) 

Ames  Seralyzer(04154] 

Ames  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  4(07053) 

Beckman  Astra  8(07054) 

Beckman  Astra  8e(07170) 

Beckman  Astra  ldeal(07055) 

Beckman  BUN  Analyzer  (Original 
Model)(07056) 

Beckman  BUN  Analyzer  2(07057) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 

Beckman  S}mchron  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  3(07070) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 


Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Beckman  System  One(07175) 

Bedon  Dickinsem  QBC  Plus(07170) 

Becton  Dickinson  QCA  Analyzer(07181) 
Bio4IIhem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Lalwratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07ig2) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Biodynamics 
Unimeter  250(07254) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Biodynamics 
Unimeter  300(07252) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Biodynamics 
Unimeter  330K(07253) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron(07167) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  Plus(07168) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  570  Allianc^l0039) 

Ciba  Coming  580  Alliance(10040) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

DuPont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Analyst(13085) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemsta^l6006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 

I-STAT  i-STAT  Portable  Oinical 
Analyzer(28186] 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  919(28185) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Latxiratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Phoenlx(28084) 
Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  60(34016) 

Nova  12(43013) 

Nova  12  (with  CRTK43049) 

Nova  14(43015) 

Nova  14  (with  CRT)(43051) 

Nova  Nucleus(43028) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 
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Olympus  All  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  ReplyMU560(46129) 

Ro(±e  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Miia(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plu8(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  8(55045) 

Roche  Cobas  Ready(55046) 

Sclavo  Uni-Fast  System  A^lyzer(58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Fa8t2  System  Analyzer(58194) 
Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  As8i8t(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (6404)  Uric  Acid 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination: 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  n  CXIX(04070) 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics 
Perspecfve(04142) 

Ames  Clinistatr04150) 

Ames  Seralyzer(04154) 

Ames  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Astra  8(07054) 

Beckman  Astra  8e(07170) 

Beckman  Astra  Ideal(07055) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-X(07069) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xe(07172) 

Beckman  Synchron  AS-Xi(07173) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Plus(07179) 

Becton  Dickinson  QCA  Analyzer(07181) 
Bio -Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 


Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Reflotion(07167) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Reflotron  Plus(07168) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Expre8s(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  570  Allianc^l0039) 

Ciba  Coming  580  Alliance(10040) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Dacos  XL(10107) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Analyst(13085) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemsta^l6006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  P(34024) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  60(34016) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Roche  Cobas  Ready(55046) 

Sclavo  Uni-Fast  System  Analyzer(58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Fast2  System  Analyzer(S8194) 
Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  %(61007) 


Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  20R(70001) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (6707)  Vitamin  B12 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Baxter  Stratus(070M) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  IIntellect(07376) 

Becton  Dickinson  Affinity(07075) 

Qba  Coming  ACS  180(10046) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Analyte:  (7901)  Zinc  Protoporph]rrin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
AVIV  Hematofluorometer(04008) 

Helena  Laboratories  ProtoFluor-Z 
Hematofluorometer(25059) 

Helena  Laboratories  Piotofluor(25004) 

Speciality/Subspeciality:  General 
Immunology 

Analyte:  (0417)  AUergen  speciSc  IgE 

Test  System,  Assay,  Exaaiination 

Abbott  Matrix  A«t>  Plus(04306)  In  Vitro 
Technologies  Central  Allergy 
Screen(28147) 

In  Vitro  Technologies  Northeast  Allergy 
Screen(28150) 

In  Vitro  Technologies  Southeast  Allergy 
Screen(28149) 

In  Vitro  Technologies  Southwest  Allergy 
Screen(28148) 

In  Vitro  Technologies  Western  Allergy 
Screen(28146) 

Quidel  Allergen  Screen(52002) 

Quidel  Food  Allergen  Screen(52006) 

Analyte:  (0470)  Alpha-l  Microglobin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 

Analyte:  (0420)  Alpha-l-Acid  Glycoprotein 
(Oroeomucoid) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Array(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 

Technicon  DPA-1(61041) 

Analyte:  (0421)  Alpha-l-Antitrypsin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectmm  EPX(04068) 

Beckman  Array(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 
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Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  (^tichem  120(10070) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10060) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instnimentation  LalxHBtory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  U(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 

Technicon  DPA-1(61041) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Analyte:  (0422)  Alpha*2>Macroglobulin 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examiaation 
Beckman  Array(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Behring  NephelometeT(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 

Technicon  DPA-1(61041) 

Analjrte:  (0424)  Alpha-Fetoprotein— Tumor 
Marker 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examiaation 
AUxitt  IMX(04056) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  ES  300(07160) 

Analyte:  (0426)  Aminoglycoaidea 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Analyte:  (0435)  And-DNA  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot 
Autoimmunity  Screening  Panel(22042) 
Stanbio  s-LE  Quicktest(58068) 

Analyte:  (0436)  Anti-DNP  Antibodies 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Ampoor  SLE  Test(04167) 

Diagnostic  Technology  ANA  Cbeck(13042) 
Fisher  Diagnostic  SLE  Latex  Test  Kit(19006) 
Hycor  Serascan  SLE(25028) 

NCS  SLE  •  Slide  Latex  Test(43041) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 

V-Tech  V-Trend  Kit  LE(67045) 

Analyte:  (0441)  Anti-Nuclear  Antibodies 
(ANA) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  ImmunoSCAN  Sl£  Test(07235) 
BioWhittaker  RheumaStrip(07346) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot 
Autoimmunity  Screening  Panel(22042) 

Analyte:  (0443)  Anti-RNP 
(Ribonucleoprotein) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot 
Autoimmunity  Screening  Panel(22042) 

Analytr.  (0446)  Anti-SS-A/Ro 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot 
Autoimmunity  Screening  Panel(22042) 

Analyte:  (0447)  Anti-SS-B/La 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
General  Biometrics  ImmimoDot 
Autoimmunity  Screening  Panel(22042) 

Analyte:  (0450)  Anti-Sra  (Smith) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot 
Autoimmunity  Screening  Panel(22042) 

Analyte:  (0452)  Anti-Streptolysin  O  (ASO) 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Ampcor  ASO  Card  Te8t(04292) 

Ampcor  Quik-Dot(04165) 

Baxter  ImmunoSCAN  A^  Test(07236) 
Beckman  Array(07187) 

Beckman  Amy  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Behring  Nephelomet8r(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 

Behring  RapiTex(07120) 

Behring  Tujhitimer(07274) 

Biokit  Rheumagen  ASO(07147) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Diagnostic  Technology  ASO  Check(13043) 
Fisher  Diagnostic  LAtest  ASO(19002) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

NCS  ASO  Slide  Test(43038) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 

Seradyn  Color  Slide(58039) 

Stanbio  ASO  Quicktest(58118) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 
Technicon  ^  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

V-Tech  Target  ASO(67063) 

V-Tech  V-Trend  ASO  Plus(67007) 
Wampole  Streptozyme(70016) 

Analyte:  (0453)  Anti-Th3rroglobulin 
Antibodies 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  Thyroid 
Autoimmunity  Panel(22047) 

Analyte:  (0455)  Anti-Thyroid  Microsomal 
Antibodies  (Al^) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  Thyroid 
Autoiimnunity  Panel(22047) 

Analyte:  (0703)  Beta-2  Microglobulin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

TOSOH  A1A-1200(61040) 

TOSOH  A1A-600(61039) 

Analyte:  (1001)  C-Reactive  Protein  (CRP) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Excunination 
Abbott  Spectnun  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 


Abbott  Vision(04083) 

Ampcor  CRP  Card  Te8t(04291) 

Ampcor  Quik-Dot(04165) 

Amtec  CRP(04184) 

Baxter  ImmunoSCAN  (Latex)(07038) 
Beckman  Amy(07187) 

Beckman  Amy  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Becton  Dicidnson  BBL  C^  Precipitin 
Test(07240) 

Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 

Behring  RapiTex(07120) 

Behring  Tujhitimer(07274) 

Biokit  Rheumagen  CRP(07148) 

Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Expre8s(10038) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Diagnostic  Technology  CRP  Check(13044) 
Difco  Bacto  CRP  Capillary  Tube  Test(13160) 
Difco  Bacto  CRP  Slide  Test  Set(13054) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 

Fisher  Diagnostic  LAtest  CRP(19003) 

Gamma  C-Reactive  Protein  Latex  Test(22112) 
Hycor  Serascan  CRP(25025) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

NCS  CRP  Slide  Test(43043) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/AU560(46129) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 

Sclavo  CRP  Latex  Test(58031) 

Seradyn  Color  Slide(58039) 

Stanbio  CRP  Quicktest(58065) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 
Technicon  DPA-1(61041) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

V-Tech  Target  CRP(67002) 

V-Tech  V-Trend  Kit  CRP(67046) 

Wampole  Inununex  CRP(70009) 

Analyte:  (1013)  Carcinoembryonic  Antigen 
(CEA) 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Anal3rte:  (1015)  Ceruloplasmin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Array(07187) 
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Beckman  Amy  360(07052) 

Behring  Nephelomet(ff(07273) 

Behring  Nephelmneter  100(07272) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 
Technicon  DPA-1(61041) 

Analyte:  (1024)  Coccidioides  Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Inunimo-Mycologics  LA-Gocd  Antibody 
S]ntem(28031) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Coccidioides  Latex 
Agglutination(40061) 

Anal3rte:  (1029)  Complement  C3 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Beckman  Amy(07187) 

Beckman  Amy  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 

Behring  Tuibitimer(07274) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Gba  Coming  550  Expre88(10038) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plu8(55096) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 
Technicon  DPA-1(61041) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (1030)  Complement  C4 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spect'^om  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Beckman  Arr9y(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 

Behring  Turbitimer(07274) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Gba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Coulter  Daco8(10106) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 


EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monandi 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 

Technicon  DP A-1  (61041) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (1048)  Cryptococcus  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Immuno-Mycologics  YA-Crypto  Ab  Tube 
Agglutination  Test(28152) 

Analyte:  (1039)  CytomegaloTims  Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  1MX(04056) 

Becton  Dickinson  CMV  Scan(07085) 

Disease  Detection  International  SeroCard 
CMV  IgG  Test(13077) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  Infectious 
Mono  Syndrome  Panel(22043) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  T.E.CH. 
Test(22111) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  TORCH 
Test(22045) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Immunocard 
Test(40064) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 
V-Tech  Target  CMV(67001) 

Analyte:  (1311)  DNase-B  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Wampole  Streptonase-B(70092) 

Analyte:  (1603)  Epstein-Barr  Virus 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  Infectious 
Mono  Syndrome  Panel(22043) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  T.E.CH. 
Test(22111) 

Analjrte:  (1901)  Febrile  Agglutinins 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  BBL  -  Slide  Test(07076) 
Becton  Dickinson  BBL  -  Tube  Test(07077) 
Difco  Bacto-Slide  Test(13058) 

Difco  Bacto-Tube  Test(13059) 

Gamma  Biologicals  Slide  Test(22011) 
Gamma  Biologicals  Tube  Test(22012) 

Roach  Laboratories  -  Slide  Test(55085) 
Roach  Laboratories  •  Tube  Test(55084) 

Analyte:  (1912)  Fungus  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Immuno-Mycologics  LA-Sporo  Antibody 
System(28033) 

Analyte:  (2506)  HIV  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Cambridge  Biotech  Recombigen  HIV-1  LA 
Test(10168) 


Murex  SUDS  HIV-1  Test(40114) 

Analyte:  (2511)  Haptoglobin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Beckman  Array(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelcmieter  100(07272) 

Behring  RapiTex(07120) 

Behring  Turbitimer(07274) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080] 
Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 

Technicon  DPA-1(61041) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Analyte:  (2513)  Helicobacter  Pylori 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examipation 
Quidel  H.  pylwi  Test  (Quick  Vue)(52007] 
Wellcome  Pyloriset(70086) 

Analyte:  (2517)  Hemopexin 
Test,  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Behring  NeDhelometer{07273) 

Analyte:  (2519)  Hepatitis  A  Virus  Antibody 
Test,  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Syva  MicroTrak  XL(58263) 

Analyte:  (2525)  Hepatitis  Be  Antibody 
Test,  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Syva  MicroTrak  XL(58263) 

Analyte;  (2526)  Hepatitis  Be  Antigen 
Test,  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Syva  MicroTrak  XL(58263)  . 

Analyte:  (2530)  Herpes  simplex  I  and^r  n 
Antibodies 

Test,  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Disease  Detection  International  SeroCard 
HSV  IgG  Test(13078) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  T.E.CH. 
Test(22111) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  TORCH 
Test(22045) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Immunocard 
Test(40064) 

Analyte:  (2531)  Histoplasma  Antibodies 
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Test,  Sygtm,  Assay,  ExaoUnatJoa 
Immuno-M  ycologict  LA>Histo  Antibody 
Syttein(28032) 

Ana^rte:  (2803)  Immanoglobuliae  IgA 
Test,  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectnun  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  TbX(04071) 

Abbott  TDXFLx(04072) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Beckman  Airay(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synduon  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CB(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Behring  NephelometeT(07273) 

Behring  NephelcHneter  100(07272) 

Behring  Turoitimer(07274) 

Boehri^er  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  011(07377) 
Ciba  Corning  550  Expre88(10038) 

Coulter  Dac^l0106) 

Coulter  Optichem  l(lio(10115) 

Coulter  C^tichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  C^tichem  180(10080) 
DuPontACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 
DuPontACAV(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Labcnatory  0,  Monaidi 
1000(28082) 

Instnunentation  Laboratory  0,  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  0,  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roiche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  0(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 
Technicon  DPA-1(61041) 

Technlcon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technlcon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (2805)  Immunoglobulins  IgE 
Test,  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Abbott  Mati^  Aero  Plus(04306) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Strahis  IIntellect(07376) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 
Bio-Chem  Uibmatory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

Biomerica  CACT  Color  Allergy  Screening 
Test(07232) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  BS  300(07160) 
Qba  Coming  ACS  180(10046) 

In  Vitro  Technologies  Central  Allergy 
Screen(28147) 

In  Vitro  Technologies  Northeast  Allergy 
Screen(28150) 

In  Vitro  Technologies  Southeast  Allergy 
Screen(28149) 

In  Vitro  Technologies  Southwest  Allergy 
Screen(28148) 


In  Vitro  Technologies  Western  Allergy 
Screen(28146) 

MAST  Total  IgB  Te8t(40109) . 

Quidel  Total  I^  Test  (QUA  reader)(52020) 
Quidel  Total  I^  Test  (visual)(52009) 
TOSOH  A1A-1200(61040) 

TOSCX1  A1A-600(61039) 

Analyte:  (2806)  Immunoglobulins  IgG 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDXFLx(04072) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Beckman  Array(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 

Behring  Turi>itimer(07274) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
y  Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Coulter  Dac^l0106) 

Corilter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 
DuPontACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000U8231) 

InstruinSntation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  0(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 
Technicon  DPA-1(61041) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(81011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (2808)  Immunoglobulins  IgM 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Beckman  ArTay(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 

Behring  Tu^itimer(07274) 

Boehri^er  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 


Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Bxpre8s(10038) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Optic^m  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  n(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  m(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

Roi^e  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 

Technicon  DPA-1(61041) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (2809)  Infisctious  Mononucleosis 
Antibodies  (Mono) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Ampcor  IM  Card  Test(04289) 

Ampcor  Quik-Dot(04165) 

Baxter  ImmunoSCAN  (Latex)(07038) 

Baxter  InununoSCAN  (RBC)(07039) 

Baxter  MicroScan  Cards  O.S.  MoncK07237) 
Biokit  Monogen(07146) 

Diagnostic  Technology  Infectious 
Mononucleosis  Check(13050) 

Gamma  Slide  Test  for  Infectious 
Mononucleosis(2  2113) 

General  Biometrics  ImmimoDot  Infectious 
Mono  Syndrome  Panel(22043) 

Gull  Laboratories  Mono-Lex  Test(22090) 
Hybritech  Concise  Mono  Test(25016) 

Hycor  Serascan  Infectious  Mononucleosis 
Test(25026) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  Preview  Mono(37009) 
Medical  Technology  Corp.  Mono-Lisa(40044) 
Medical  Technology  Corp.  OPITTEC 
Mono(40045) 

NCS  Infectious  Mononucleosis  Test(43039) 
Organon  NML  Monosticon(46009) 

Organon  Teknika  Monosticon  Dri-Dot(46101) 
Ortho  Monolert(46077) 

Ortho  Monospot(46078) 

Pacific  Biotech  Cards  Mono(49002) 

Pacific  Biotech  Cards  O.S.  Mono(49016) 
Sclavo  Infectious  Mononucleosis 
Screening! 58032) 

Seradyn  Color  Slide  11(58040) 

Stanbio  IM  Quicktest(58117) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 

Unipa&  Oxoid  Infectious  Mononucleosis 
Test(64008) 

V-Tech  Target  Mono(67003) 

V-Tech  V-Trend  Kit  IM(67008) 

Ventrex  Ventrescreen  Mono(67013) 

Wampole  Mono-DiS(70010) 

Wampole  Mono-Latex(70011) 

Wampole  Mono-Plus(70084) 
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Wampole  Mono-Sure(70012) 

Wampole  Mono-Tmt(70013) 

Wampole  Mono-Test  (FTB)(70085) 

Analjrte:  (3402)  Kappa  tight  Qiaina 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Anay(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 

Analyte:  (3705)  Lambda  Light  Chains 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Array(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 

Analyte:  (3714)  Lyme  Disease  Antibodies 
(Borrelia  Buigdorferi  Aba) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  Borrelia  w/ 
Recombinant  Protein(22110) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  Lyme 
Te8t(22044) 

Quidel  Lyme  Disease  Test(52008) 

Vitek  Systems  Vidas  (antibodies)(67062) 

Analyte:  (4016)  Mycoplasma  Pneumonia 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Medical  Diag.  Technologies  Mycoplasma 
pneumonia  IgG  Ab  Te8t(40034) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Meristar-MP(40065) 

Analyte:  (4023)  Myoglobin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 

Behring  Tu^itimer(07274) 

Analyte:  (4911)  Prealbumin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Spectnim  EPX(04068) 

Beckman  Array(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073] 

Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038)  . 
Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 
Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Analyte:  (4916)  Properdin  Factor  B 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Array(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Technicon  DPA-1(61041) 

Anal]rte:  (4919)  Proatalic  ^wdfic  Antigen 
(PSA) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Analyte:  (5508)  Rheumatoid  Fact<^(RF) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ampcor  Quik-Dot(04165) 

Ampcor  RP  Card  Test(04290)  ^ 

Amtec  RF(04186) 

Baxter  ImmunoSCAN  (LatexK07038) 

Baxter  ImmunoSCAN  (RBCK07039) 

Beckman  Array(07187) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Becton  Dickinson  Macro-vue  RP(07099) 
Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 

Behring  RapiTex(07120) 

Behring  TuAitimer(07274) 

Biokit  Rheumagen  RP(07149) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Diagnostic  Technology  RA  Check(13051) 
Difco  Bacto  RP  Test(13055) 

Pisher  Diagnostic  LAtest  RF(19004) 

Gamma  RF-Latex  Test(22114) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot 
Autoimmunity  Screening  Panel(22042) 
Hycor  Serascan  RA  test(25027) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Isolab  Rapid-RP(28196) 

NCS  RA  Latex  Test(43040) 

Organon  Rheumanosticon  Dri-Dot(46016) 
Ro^e  Cobas  PARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300(58169) 

Sclavo  Reuma  Test(58034) 

Seradyn  Seratest  RP  Latex  Test(58045) 
Stanbio  RA  Factor  Quicktest(58067] 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 
Technicon  DPA-1(61041) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

V-Tech  Target  RF(67064) 

V-Tech  V-Trend  Kit  RF(67048) 

V-Tech  V-Trend  Kit  Red  Cell  RF(67047) 
Wampole  Rheumatex(70014) 

Wampole  Rheiunaton(70015) 

Analyte:  (5513)  Rickettsia  Conorii  Ab 
(Mediterranean  Spotted  Fvr) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
INDX  Latex  -  Rickettsia  conorii  (MSP) 
Kit(28121) 

Analyte:  (5512)  Rickettsia  Rickettsii  Ab 
(Rocky  Mt.  Spotted  Fever) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
INDX  DIP-S-TICKS  Rocky  Mt.  Spotted  Fever 
(RMSF)  Test(28120) 

INDX  Latex  -  Rickettsia  rickettsii  (RMSF) 
Kit(28122) 


Analyte:  (5514)  Rickettsia  Typhi  Ab  fiyphus 
Antibodies) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
INDX  Latex  -  Rickettsia  t3rphi  Kit(28123) 
Analyte:  (5510)  Rubella  Antibodiae 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Baxter  ImmunoSCAN  Rubella  Latex 
Test(07234) 

Becton  Dickinson  Rubascan(07l05) 

Biokit  Rubagen(071S0) 

Disease  Detection  International  SeroCard 
Rubella  IgG  Test(13079) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  Quantitative 
Rubella(22046) 

(General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  TORCH 
Test(22045) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  famnunocard 
Test(40064) 

Murex  SUDS  Rubella(40088) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 
Seradyn  Seratest  Rubella(58181) 

Serono  Baker  SR  1(58090) 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1  (58250) 

V-Tech  Target  Rubella  (67005) 

Vitek  Systems  Vidas  (antibodies)  (67062) 
Wampole  Virogen  Rubella  Micro  Latex  Test 
(70020) 

Wampole  Virogen  Rubella  Slide  Test  (70021) 
Wellcome  Rul^ex  (70087) 

Analyte:  (5821)  Sporotbrix  Schenckii 
Antibodiea 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Immimo-Mycologics  Exo-Antigen  Test  Kit 
(28026) 

Analyte:  (6113)  Toxoplasma  Gondii 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
AUratt  IMX  (04056) 

Bio-Medical  BICXIARD  Toxo  Ab  (07137) 
Disease  Detection  International  SeroCard 
Toxoplasma  IgG  (13080) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  Infectious 
Mono  Syndrome  Panel  (22043) 

General  Biometrics  InmmnoDot  T.E.QH.  Test 
(22111) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoDot  TORCH  Test 
(22045) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Immunocard  Test 
(40064) 

Murex  SUDS  Toxo  (40089) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS  (49001) 
Serono  Baker  SR  1  (58090) 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1  (58250) 

Vitek  Systems  Vidas  (antibodies)  (67062) 

Analyte:  (6114)  Transferrin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX  (04068) 

Abbott  TDX  (04071) 

Abbott  TDX  PLx  (04072) 

Abbott  VP  (04082) 

Beckman  Array  (07187) 

Beckman  Array  360  (07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  (07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE  (07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5  (07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7  (07073) 

Behring  Nephelometer  (07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100  (07272) 

Behring  Turbitimer  (07274) 
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Bodiringer  Mannheim  Hltadil  704  (07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705  (07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717  (07163) 
Qhe  Coming  550  Exprem  (10038) 

Coulter  Dacoa  (10106) 

Coulter  Optichem  100  (10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120  U0070) 

Coulter  Optichem  180  (10080) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS  (16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  1000 
(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  2000 
(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch  Plus 
(28083) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  (55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  (55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus  (55096) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  QM  300  (58169) 

Technicon  DPA-1  (61041) 

Analyte:  (6115)  Treponema  Pallidum 
Antibodies  (Includes  Reagin) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ampcor  RPR  (04166) 

Ampcor  TRUST  RPR  (04168) 

Baxter  ImmunoSCAN  RPR  Cud  Test  (07233) 
Becton  Dickinson  Macro-vue  RPR  (07100) 
Biokit  RPR  (07299) 

Difco  Bacto  USR  (13162) 

Fisher  Diagnostic  Reagin  Screen  Test  (19005) 
Gamma  Biologicals  RPR/USR  Antigen 
(22115) 

NCS  RPR  CARD  TEST— manual  (43037) 

New  Horizons  TRUST  assay  (43007) 

Remel  RPR  CARD  Test  Kit  (55066) 

Seradyn  Color  Slide  (58039) 

Seradyn  Color  Slide— TRUST  (58180) 
Stanbio  Syphilis  (RPR)  Quicktest  (58116) 
V'Tech  V'Trend  RPR  ^indrop  Card  Test 
(67044) 

Analyte:  (6126)  Trichinella  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Difco  Latex  Flocculation  Test— Trichinosis 
(13159) 

Analyte:  (6704)  Varicella-Zoeter  Virus 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  VZV  Scan  (07111) 
SPEdAUTY/SUBSPEClALrrY:  Hematology 

Analyte:  (0481)  Activated  dottiag  Thne 
(ACT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

HemoTec  Automated  Coagulation  Timer 
(25030) 

HemoTec  Hepcon/HMS  (25034) 

HemoTec  Hepcon/System  A-10  (25033) 
HemoTec  Hepcon/System  B-10  (25035) 
HemoTec  Hepcon/System  Four  (25032) 
International  Technidyne  Factor  VI  (28093) 
International  Technidyne  Hemochron  400 
(28094) 

International  Technidyne  Hemochron  401 
(28095) 

International  Technidyne  Hemochron  800 
(28096) 

International  Technidyne  Hemochron  801 
(28097) 

Quest  M^ical  ACTester/ACTest  AACT 
System  (52013) 

Sienco  SONOCLOT  n  Surgical  Analyzer 
(direct  readout)  (58258) 


Analyte:  (0409)  Activated  Partial 
Thromboplastin  Time  (AFTT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
American  Scientific  Fibrometer  (04145) 
Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Fibraneter  (07080) 
Bio/Data  MCA  110  (07281) 

Bio/Data  MCA  210  (07282) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Unimetw  CA-600 
(07216) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Unimeter  CU-500 
(07215) 

Ciba  Coming  Biotrack  512  (10047) 
DataChei%DC-100  (13213) 

Diagnostica  Stago  ST4  (13218) 

General  Diagnostics  Co^-A-Mate  (22056) 
General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate  150  (22139) 
Generaljliagnostics  Coag-A-Mate  2001 
(22138) 

General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate  Dual 
Channel  (22137) 

General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate  X2  (22057) 
General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate  XC  (22058) 
Helena  Lab^tories  Cas^de  480  (25002) 
Helena  Laboratories  Dataclot  (25003) 
HemoTec  Automated  Coagulation  Timer 
(25030) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  100 
(28073) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  1000 
(28074) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  200 
(28075) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  2000 
(28076) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300 
(28077) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300  Plus 
(28197) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  3000 
(28078) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  3000  Plus 
(28079) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  810 
(28080) 

International  Technidyne  Factor  VI  (28093) 
International  Technidyne  Hemochron  400 
(28094) 

International  Technidyne  Hemochron  401 
(28095) 

International  Technidyne  Hemochron  800 
(28096) 

International  Technidyne  Hemochron  801 
(28097) 

LAbor  COA  Data  2000  (37034) 

LAbor  COA  Screener  (37033) 

LAbor  COA  System  (37035) 

LAbor  CoaData  3000  (37066) 

Lancer  Coaguiyzer  Jr.  Ill  (37025) 

Logos  elvi  818  Digiclot  (37013) 

Lc^os  elvi  819  Multi  Qot  (37014) 

Logos  elvi  820  Digiclot  II  (37015) 

M^ical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  1000  C 
(40037) 

Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  600  (40149) 
Medical  Labrwatory  MLA  Electra  650  (40150) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  700  (40038) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  750  (40039) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  800  (40040) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900  (40041) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900  C 
(40042) 

Orison  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  Data-Mate 
(46018) 

Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  RA4  (46019) 
Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  X-2  (46020) 


Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  XC  (46021) 
Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  XC  Plus 
(46022) 

Ot^^on  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  XM  (46023) 
Or^o  KoaguLab  M  (46111) 

Ortho  Koagulab  16S  (46074) 

Ortho  Koagulab  32-S  (46123) 

Ortho  Koagulab  40-A  (46076) 

Ortho  Koagulab  60-S  (46122) 

Sherwood  Medical  Coagulizer  Jr.  (58140) 
Sienco  Dual  Sample  Aggregation  Meter  (DP- 
247)(58119) 

Sigma  AccuStasis  1000  (58049) 

Sigma  AccuStasis  2000  (58050) 

TECO  Coatron  F2  (61065) 

TECO  Coatron  11  (61047) 

TECO  Coatron  Jr  (61048) 

Analyte:  (0456)  Antithrombin  HI  (ATIII) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Array  (07187) 

Beckman  Array  360  (07052) 

Behring  Nephelometer  (07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100  (07272) 

DuPont  ACA(i3082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  II  (13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  HI  (13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV  (13083) 

DuPont  ACA  V  (13084) 

Analyte:  (0714)  Bleeding  Time 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Duke  Bleeding  Time  (13251) 

International  Technidyne  Surgicutt  Bleeding 
Time  Test  (28176) 

Ivy/Template  Bleeding  Time  (28116) 

Simplate  Bleeding  Time  (58128) 

Analyte:  (0716)  Body  Fluid  Microscopic 
Elements 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Fern  Test  (19014) 

IRIS  The  Yellow  IRIS  model  250  (Squamous/ 
WBC/RBC  cnt.  only)  (28117) 

IRIS  The  Yellow  IRIS  model  450  (Squamous/ 
WBC/RBC  cnt.  only)  (28118) 

Analyte:  (1616)  Eosinophils 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Nasal  Smears  for  Eosinophils  (04354) 

Analyte:  (1813)  Erythrocyte  Sedimentation 
Rate  (Non-Waived  Proced) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Hi  Chem-Vega  Ves-Matic  ESR  System  (25054) 

Analyte;  (1904)  Fibrin  Split  Products  (Fibrin 
Degradation) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examinatian 
American  Diagnostica  Dimertest  Latex  Kit 
(FDP)  (04138) 

Biopool  Minutex  D-dimer  (07238) 
Diagnostica  Stago  D-Di  (13136) 

Diagnostica  Stago  F.S.  Test  (13137) 
Diagnostica  Stago  Spli-Prest  (13138) 

Du  Pont  ACA  (13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  II  (13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  III  (13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV  (13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V  (13084) 

International  Technidyne  Bed  Rod  D-dimer 
(28092) 

Organon  Teknika  Fibrinosticon  (46090) 
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Analyte:  (IMS)  Fibrinogen 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Spectrum  EPX  (04068) 

Abbott  VP  (04082) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  (07071) 

Beckman  Syncliron  CX  5  (07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7  (07073) 

Becton  Diddnson  BBL  Fibrometer  (07080) 
Becton  Dickinson  QBC  AutoRead  (07104) 
Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Reference  (07180) 
Behring  Nephelometer  (07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100  (07272) 

Bio/Data  MCA  110  (07281) 

Bio/Data  MCA  210  (07282) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704  (07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717  (07163) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express  (10038) 

Coulter  Optichem  100  (10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120  (10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180  (10080) 

Diagnostics  Stago  ST4  (13218) 

Du  Pont  ACA  (13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11  (13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  UI  (13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV  (13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V  (13084) 

Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler  (16004) 
General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate  X2  (22057) 
General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate  XQ22058) 
Helena  Lab^tories  Cascade  480(25002) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
100(28073) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
1000(28074) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
200(28075) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
2000(28076) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
300(28077) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300 
PIus(28197) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
3000(28078) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  3000 
Plus(28079) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
810(28080) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

International  Technidyne  Factor  Vl(28093) 
LAbor  COA  Data  2000(37034) 

LAbor  COA  Screener(37033) 

LAbor  COA  System(37035) 

LAbor  CoaData  3000(37066) 

Logos  elvi  819  Multi  Qot(37014) 

Logos  elvi  820  Digiclot  11(37015) 

M^ical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  1000 
a40037)  ' 

Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  700(40038) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  750(40039) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  800(40040) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900(40041) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900 
0(40042) 

Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  RA4(46019) 
Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  XC(46021) 
Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  XC 
Plus(46022) 

Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  XM(46023) 
Ortho  Koagulab  16S(46074) 

Ortho  Koagulab  32-S(46123) 

Ortho  Koa^lab  40-A(46076) 


Ortho  Koagulab  60-S(46122) 

Roche  CoIms  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Sigma  AccuStasis  1000(58049) 

Sigma  AccuStasis  2000(58050) 

TECO  Coatron  F2(61065) 

TECO  Coatron  11(61047) 

TECO  Coatron  Jr(61048) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Anal3rte:  (2514)  Hematocrit 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Cell-Dyn  1400(04225) 

Abbott  Cell-I^  1500(04226) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  1600(04227) 

Abbott  Cell-£^  1600  CS(04238) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  2000  CS(04239) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  2000  SL(04240) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  300(04228) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3000  CS(04241) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3000  SL(04242) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  3300  CS(04273) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  3300  SL(04272) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  3500  CS(04327) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3500  SL(04287) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  400(04230) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  500(04231) 

Abbott  Cell-E^  610(04232) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  700(04233) 

Abbott  Cell-E^  800(04234) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  900(04235) 

Baker  8000(07019) 

Baker  9000(07020) 

Baker  9000  Ax(07182) 

Baker  9000  Plus(07183) 

Baker  9000  Rx(07184) 

Baker  JTB  500A(07421) 

Baker  )TB  700A(07422) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC(07176) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  AutoRead(07104) 
Becton  Dickinson  QBC  HemaScan(07428) 
Becton  Dickinson  QBC  11(07177) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  II  Plus(07178) 
Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Plus(07179) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Reference(07180) 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  4300 
Cell  Counter(07242) 

Bio-Dynamics  CellTrak  5(07437) 

Clay  Adams  HA-5(10102) 

Coulter  530(10066) 

Coulter  560(10067) 

Coulter  770(10068) 

Coulter  CBC4(10069) 

Coulter  CBC5(10070) 

Coulter  JR(10181) 

Coulter  )S(10073) 

Coulter  JT(10074) 

Coulter  JT2(10075) 

Coulter  JT3(10076) 

Coulter  M430(10077) 

Coulter  MAXM(10078) 

Coulter  MD16(10177) 

Coulter  S(10116) 

Coulter  S  Plu8(10081) 

Coulter  S  Plus  11(10082) 

Coulter  S  Plus  UI(10083) 

Coulter  S  Plus  IV(10084) 

Coulter  S  Plus  IVW/DIF(10085) 

Coulter  S  Plus  Jr.(10086) 

Coulter  S  Plus  V(10087) 

Coulter  S  Plus  ViySTKR(10088) 

Coulter  S  SR(10118) 

Coulter  S550(10089) 

Coulter  S560(10119) 

Coulter  S7120(10120) 


Coulter  S770(10121) 

Coulter  S790(101 22) 

Coulter  S880(10090) 

Coulter  ST(10091) 

Coulter  STKR(10092) 

Coulter  STKS(10093) 

Coulter  T540(10094) 

Coulter  T660(10095) 

Coulter  T890(10096) 

Coulter  ZB16(10127) 

Coulter  ZF5(10129) 

Danam  Datacell-18(13093) 

Danam  Datacell-18/AS-30(13094) 

Danam  HC-1020(13096) 

Danam  HC-510(13098) 

Danam  HC-510/HD11(13099) 

Danam  HC-720(13100) 

Danam  H0820/HD11(13101) 

Danam  HC-820/HD21(13102) 

Danam  SA-1000(13103) 

Danam  Vector  5(13104) 

Danam  Vector  6(13105) 

Danam  Vector  6  Plus(13106) 

Danam  Vector  8(13107) 

Danam  Vector  8  Plu8(13108) 
Electronucleonics  Cellstar(16003) 

I-STAT  i-STAT  Portable  Qinical 
Analyzei(28186) 

Infolab  1-1100(28129) 

Infolab  1-1800(28130) 

Infolab  1-500(28090) 

Infolab  1-900(28091) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Cellect 
7(28228) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Cellect 
8(28229) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Cellect 
8E(28230) 

Mallinckrodt  GEM-STAT(40125) 
Mallinckrodt  Gem  6  Plu8(40002) 
Mallinckrodt  Gem  PTemier(40003) 
MedTest  Systems  Medisensor  2001(40120) 
Nova  1(43010) 

Nova  1  (with  CRT)(43045) 

Nova  11(43012) 

Nova  11  (with  CRT)(43048) 

Nova  13(43014) 

Nova  13  (with  CRT)(43050) 

Nova  14(43015) 

Nova  14  (with  GRT)(43051) 

Nova  5(43019) 

Nova  5  (with  CRT)(43047) 

Nova  Celltrak  11(43024) 

Nova  Celltrak  12(43025) 

Nova  Celltrak  2(43026) 

Nova  Celltrak  2/6(43027) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  1(43029) 

Nova  Stat  ProBle  2(43030) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  4(43032) 

Nova  Stat  ProBle  5(43033) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  6(43034) 

Nova  Stat  Profile  8(43036) 

Ortho  ELT  15(46059) 

Ortho  ELT  1500(46060) 

Ortho  ELT  8(46061) 

Ortho  ELT  8/DS(46062) 

Ortho  ELT  8/WS(46063) 

Ortho  ELT  800/WS(46065) 

Roche  Cobas  Argos(55039) 

Roche  Cobas  Argos5  Difi(55093) 

Roche  Cobas  HEUOS  5  DIFF(55069) 
Roche  Cobas  Helios(55094) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  ST(55060) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  STE(55042) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  STEL(55061) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  STX(55043) 
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Sequoia  Turner  1600(58035) 

Sequoia  Turner  700(58036) 

Sequoia  Turner  900(58037) 

Seradyn  Seragen  Quick  Count(58089) 
Seradyn  Seragen  Quick  Count  Phis  11(58172) 
Serono  Baker  Series  150(58234) 

Serono  Baker  Series  170(58235) 

Serono  Baker  Series  5000(58238) 

Serono  Baker  Series  7000(58237) 

Serono  Diagnostics  8000(58245) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000(58246) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Ax(58247) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  t'ius(38248) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Rx( 58249) 

Sysmex  00-108(58111) 

Sysmex  (X-120(58208) 

Sysmex  00-130(58071) 

Sysmex  (X-150(58072) 

Sysmex  00-170(58110) 

Sysmex  00-180(58073) 

Sysmex  00-700(58074) 

Sysmex  00-720(58075) 

Sysmex  00-780(58076) 

Sysmex  00-800(56109) 

Sysmex  00-800  arith  PDA-410(58276) 
Sysmex  8-2500(58077) 

Sysmex  E-5000(58078) 

Sysmex  F-500(58206) 

Sysmex  F-800(58202) 

Sysmex  K-1000(58079) 

Sysmex  K-1000  with  PDA  upgrade(58277) 
Sysmex  M-2000(58207) 

Sysmex  NB-1500(58204) 

Sysmex  NE-5500(58203) 

Sysmex  NE-8000(58080) 

Technicon  H  6000(61008) 

Technicon  H.l(61009) 

Technicon  H.1  )r(61052) 

Technicon  H.1E  System(61043) 

Technicon  H.2  Systam(61038) 

Wampole  STAT-CR1T(70083) 

Analyte:  (2515)  Hemoglobin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  1400(04225) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  1500(04226) 

Abbott  Cell-E^  1600(04227) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  1600  CS(04238) 

Abbott  Cell-E^  2000  CS(04239) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  2000  SL(04240) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  300(04228) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3000  CS(04241) 

Abbott  Cell-E^  3000  SL(04242) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3300  CS(04273) 

Abbott  Cell-I^  3300  SL(04272) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  3500  CS(04327) 

Abbott  Cell-I^  3500  SL(04287) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  400(04230) 

Abbott  Cell-E^  500(04231) 

Abbott  Cell-I^  610(04232) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  700(04233) 

Abbott  Oll-I^  800(04234) 

Abbott  Cell-I^  900(04235) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

Ames  Clinistat(04150) 

Ames  Seralyzar(04154) 

Ames  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

BMS  Hemo^obinometer  10-101(07212) 
BMS  Henu^obinometer  10-101D(07213) 
Baker  8000(07019) 

Baker  9000(07020) 

Baker  9000  Ax(07182) 

Baker  9000  Plus(07183) 

Baker  9000  Rx(07184) 

Baker  )TB500A(07421) 


Baker  )TB  700A(07422) 

Beckinan  Synchron  OX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  OX  5(07072) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBQ07176) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Autcdiead(07104) 
Becton  Dickinson  QBC  HemaScan(07428) 
Becton  Dickinson  QBC  II  Plus(07178) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Plus(07179) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  RefiBrance(07180) 
Becton  Dickinson  QCA  Analyz8i(07181) 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Dynamics  CellTrak  3(07436) 
Bio-D^amics  (]ellTrak  5(07437] 
BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Biodynamics 
Unimeter  300(07252) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Biodynamics 
Unimeter  330K(07253) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  I 
System(07197) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Reflotron  Plu8(07168) 
Cambridge  Instruments  Hb-Meter 
Hemoglobinometer(10140) 

Clay  Adams  HA-3(10101) 

Qay  Adams  HA-5{10102) 

Coulter  530(10066) 

Coulter  560(10067) 

Ckjulter  770(10068) 

Coulter  CBC4(10069) 

Coulter  CBC5(10070) 

Coulter  Hemo-W(lOlll) 

Coulter  Hemoglobinometer(10112) 

Coulter  Hemoglobinometer  W(10142) 
Coulter  JR(10181) 

Coulter  JS(10073) 

Coulter  JT(10074) 

Coulter  ]T2(10075) 

Coulter  JT3(10076) 

Coulter  M2(101 14) 

Coulter  M430(10077) 

Coulter  MAXM(10078) 

Coulter  MD16(10177) 

Coulter  S(10116) 

Coulter  S  Plus(10081) 

Coulter  S  Plus  11(10082) 

Coulter  S  Plus  111(10083) 

Coulter  S  Plus  IV(10084) 

Coulter  S  Plus  IVW/D1F(10085) 

Coulter  S  Plus  Jr.(10086) 

Coulter  S  Plus  V(10087) 

Coulter  S  Plus  V1/STKR(10086) 

Coulter  S  SR(10118) 

Coulter  S550(10089) 

Coulter  S560(10119) 

Coulter  S7120(10120) 

Coulter  S770(10121) 

Coulter  S790(10122) 

Coulter  S880(10090) 

Coulter  ST(10091) 

Coulter  STKR(10092) 

Coulter  STKS(10093) 

Coulter  T540(10094) 

Coulter  T660(10095) 

Coulter  T890(10096) 

Coulter  ZBI6(10127) 

Coulter  ZF5(10129) 

Danam  Dataoel)-1^13093) 

Danam  Datacell-18/AS-30(13094) 

Danam  HC-1020(13096) 

Danam  HC-310(13097) 

Danam  HC-510(13098) 

Danam  HC-510/HD11(13099) 

Danam  H&-720(13100) 

Danam  HC-820/HDll(13101) 


Danam  H(}-820/HD21(13102) 

Danam  SA-1000(13103) 

Danam  Vector  5(13104) 

Danam  Vector  6(13105) 

Danam  Vector  6  Plus(13106) 

Danam  Vector  8(13107) 

Danam  Vector  8  Plus(13108) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
Electronucleonics  Ceilstar(16003) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Cemstar  11(16007) 

Infolab  1-1100(28129) 

Infolab  1-1800(28130) 

Infolab  1-500(28090) 

Infolab  1-900(28091) 

Instrumentation  Labwatory  IL  Cellect 
7(28228) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Cellect 
8(28229) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Cellect 
8E(28230) 

Isolab  Hb-Direct(28115) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  60(34016) 

Nova  Celltrak  11(43024) 

Nova  Celltrak  12(43025) 

Nova  Celltrak  2(43026) 

Nova  Celltrak  2/6(43027) 

Ortho  ELT  15(46059) 

Ortho  ELT  1500(46060) 

Ortho  ELT  8(46061) 

Ortho  ELT  8/DS(46062) 

Ortho  ELT  8/WS(46063) 

Ortho  ELT  800/WS(46065) 

Roche  (fobas  ATgos(55039) 

Roche  (fobas  Argos5  Diff(55093) 

Roche  Cfobas  BM55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  HEUOS  5  DIFF(55060) 

Roche  Cobas  Helioe(55094) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  ST(55060) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  ST^55042) 

Roche  Cfobas  Minos  STEL(55061) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  STX(55043) 

Roche  Cfobas  Mira(55044) 

Sequoia  Turner  1600(56035) 

Sequoia  Turner  700(58036) 

Sequoia  Turner  900(58037) 

Seradyn  Seragen  Quick  Count(5806B) 
Seradjm  Serpen  Quick  Count  Plus  0(58172) 
Serono  Baker  Series  130(58233) 

Senmo  Baker  Series  150(58234) 

Serono  Bakw  Series  170(58235) 

Serono  Baker  Series  5000(58236) 

Serono  Baker  Series  7000(58237) 

Serono  Baker  System  7500(58239) 

Serono  Diagnostics  8000(5M4S) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000(58246) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Ax(58247) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Plus(58248) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Rx(58249) 

Stanbio  Hemoglobin  Analyzac(58209) 
Sysmex  (X-108(58111) 

Sysmex  CC-120(582M) 

Sysmex  CC-130(58071) 

Sysmex  CC-150(58072) 

Syanex  CC-170(58110) 

Sysmex  00-180(58073) 

Sysmex  (Xr-700(58074) 

Sysmex  00-720(58075) 

Sysinex  00780(58076) 

Sysmex  (X-800(58109) 

Sysmex  00800  with  PDA-410(S8m^ 
Sysmex  £-2500(58077) 
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Sysmex  E-S000(58078) 

Sysmex  F-300(58205) 

Sysmex  F-500(58206)  ~ 

Sysmex  F-800(58202) 

Sysmex  Hemo^obinometer  HB-100(58130) 
Sysmex  Hemc^obinometer  HB-1 10(58131] 
Sysmex  K-1000(5807g) 

Sysmex  K-1000  with  PDA  upgrade(58277) 
Sysmex  M-2000(58207) 

Sysmex  NE-1500(58204) 

Sysmex  NE-5500(58203) 

Sysmex  NE-8000(58080) 

Tedmicon  H  6000(61008) 

Technicon  H.l(61009) 

Technicon  H.l  )r(61052) 

Technicon  H.lE  Sy8tem(61043} 

Technicon  H.2  System(61038) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wampole  STAT-aUT(70083) 

Analyte:  (2535)  Hemoglobin  A2 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ciba  Coming  Model  765  GIycomat(10210) 
Drew  Scientific  Glycomat  Haemoglobin 
Analyzer(13260) 

Helena  Laboratories  ColumnMate(25114) 
Analyte:  (2544)  Hemoglobin  Fractions 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination: 

Ciba  Coming  Model  765  Clycomat(10210l 
Drew  Scientific  Glycomat  Haemoglobin 
Analyzei(13260) 

Analyte:  (2536)  Hemoglobin  S 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ampcor  Quik-Dot(04165) 

Ampcor  Sickle  Cell  -  HbS  Screening 
Kit(042g7) 

Cbembio  Sickle-STAT(10145) 

Helena  Laboratories  CoiumnMate(25114) 

Key  Scientific  Sickle-Screen  Test  Kit(34030) 
Organon  Teknika  Sicklequik(46102) 

Oi&o  Sickledex(46131) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Si^e  Cell  Uni- 
test(58227) 

Analyte:  (2518)  Heparin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  U(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 
DuP(mtACAV(13084) 

Analyte:  (2539)  Heparin  Dose  Response 
(HDR) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
HemoTec  Hepoon/HMS(25034) 

HemoTec  Hepcon/System  A-10(2S033) 
HentoTec  Hepcon/System  B-10(25035) 
HemoTec  Hepcon/System  Foui(25032) 

Analyte:  (2538)  Heparin/Protamine  Titration 
(HPT)  - 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
HemoTec  Hepcon/HMS(25034) 

HemoTec  Hepcon/System  A-10(25033) 
HemoTec  Hepcon/System  B-10(25035) 
HemoTec  Hepcon/System  Four(25032) 

Analyte:  (3723)  Leukocytes,  Fecal  Smear 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
AO  Fecal  Smears  for  Leukocytes(04324) 
Analyte:  (4907)  Plasminogen 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Behring  Nephelometer(07273) 

Behring  Nephelometer  100(07272) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Analyte:  (4908)  Platelet  Count 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Cell-Dyn  1400(04225) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  1500(04226) 

Abbott  Cell-E^  1600(04227) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  1600  CS(04238) 

Abbott  Cell-E^  2000  CS(04239) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  2000  SL(04240) 

Abbott  Cell-E^  300(04228) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3000  CS(04241) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3000  SL(04242) 

Abbott  Celi-D^  3300  CS(04273) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3300  SL(04272) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3500  CS(04327) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  3500  SL(04287) 

AbboU  Cell-D^  400(04230) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  500(04231] 

Abbott  Cell-E^  610(04232) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  700(04233) 

Abbott  Cell-Djm  800(04234) 

Abbott  Cell-lS^  900(04235) 

Baker  8000(07019) 

Baker  9000(07020) 

Baker  9000  Ax(07182) 

Baker  9000  Plus(07183) 

Baker  9000  Rx(07184) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC(07176) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  AutoR!rad(07104) 
Becton  Dickinson  QBC  11(07177) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  II  Plu8(07178) 
Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Plu8(07179) 
Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Reference(07180) 
Coulter  )S(10073) 

Coulter  JT(10074) 

Coulter  JT2(10075) 

Ck)ulterJT3(10076) 

Coulter  MAXM(10078) 

Coulter  MD16(10177) 

Coulter  S  Plus(10081) 

Coulter  S  Plus  11(10082) 

Coulter  S  Plus  111(10083) 

Coulter  S  Plus  IV(10084) 

Coulter  S  Plus  IVW/DIF(100e5) 

Coulter  S  Plus  Jr.(10086) 

Coulters  Plus  V(10087) 

Coulter  S  Plus  VI/STKR(10088) 

Coulter  S880(10090) 

Coulter  ST(10091) 

Coulter  STKR(10092) 

Coulter  STKS(10093) 

Coulter  T540(10094) 

Coulter  T660(10095) 

Coulter  T890(10096) 

Coulter  ZBI(10126) 

Coulter  ZBI6(10127) 

Coulter  ZF(10128) 

Coulter  ZF5(101 29) 

Coulter  ZM(10130) 

Danam  Datacell-18(13003) 

Danam  Datacell-18/AS-30(13094) 
Danam  HC-1020(13096) 

Danam  HC-820/HD1 1(13101) 


Danam  HC-820/HD21(13102) 

Danam  SA-1000(13103) 

Danam  Vector  6(13105) 

Danam  Vector  6  Plus(13106) 

Danam  Vector  8(13107) 

Danam  Vector  8  Plui<13108) 
Electronucleonics  Cellstar(16003) 

Infolab  1-1100(28129) 

Infolab  1-1800(28130) 

Infolab  1-900(28091) 

Instrumentation  Lalmratory  IL  Collect 
8(28229) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Celled 
8E(28230) 

Nova  Celltr^  11(43024) 

Nova  Celltrak  12(43025) 

Ortho  ELT  15(46059) 

Ortho  ELT  1500(46060) 

Ortho  ELT  8(46061) 

Ortho  ELT  8/DS(46062) 

Ortho  ELT  8/WS(46063) 

Ortho  ELT  800/WS(46065) 

Roche  Cobas  Argos(55039) 

Roche  Cobas  Argos5  Di^55093) 

Roche  Cobas  HELIOS  5  DIFF(5506g) 

Roche  Cobas  Helios(55094) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  ST(55060] 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  STE(55042) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  STEL(55061) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  STX(55043) 

Sequoia  Turner  1600(58035) 

Sequoia  Turner  900(58037) 

Serono  Baker  MK-4/HC(58232) 

Serono  Baker  Series  810  Plateld 
Analyzer(58238) 

Serono  Diagnostics  8000(58245) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000(58246) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Ax(58247) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Plus(58248) 
Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Rx(58249) 
Sysmex  CC-130(58071) 

Sysmex  CC-150(58072) 

Sysmex  CX>180(58073) 

Sysmex  CC-700(58074) 

Sysmex  CC-720(58075) 

Sysmex  (X;-780(58076) 

Sysmex  CG-800(58109) 

Sysmex  CC-800  with  PDA-410(58276) 
Sysmex  £-2500(58077} 

Sysmex  £-5000(58078) 

Sysmex  F-800(58202) 

Sysmex  K-1000(5807g) 

Sysmex  K-1000  with  IT)A  upgrade(58277) 
Sysmex  M-2000(58207) 

Sysmex  NE-1 500(58204) 

Sysmex  NE-5S00(58203) 

Sysmex  NE-8000(58080) 

Sysmex  PL-100(58114) 

Sysmex  PL-110(S8113) 

Technicon  H  6000(61008) 

Technicon  H.l(61009) 

Technicon  H.l  )r(61052) 

Technicon  H.1E  System(61043) 

Technicon  H.2  System(61038) 

Anal]rte:  (4922)  Prothrombia  Tias*  (PI) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

American  Scientific  Fibtomete((04145) 
Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Fibrame^07060) 
Bio/Data  MCA  110(07281) 

Bio/Data  MCA  210(07282) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  UnimeterCA- 
600(07216) 

Boehringer  Marmheim  UnimeterCU- 
500(07215) 
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Ciba  Coming  Biotrack  512(10047) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Diagnostica  Stago  CT4(13218) 

Du  Pont  Coumatrak(13151) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate(22056) 
General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate  150(22139) 
General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate 
2001(22138) 

General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate  Dual 
Channel(22137) 

General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate  X2(220S7) 
General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate  XC(22058) 
Helena  Laboratories  Cas^de  480(25002) 
Helena  Laboratories  Dataclot(25003) 
HemoTec  Automated  Coagulation 
Timer(25030) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
100(28073) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
1000(28074) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
200(28075) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
2000(28076) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
300(28077) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300 
Plus(28197) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
3000(28078) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  3000 
Plus(28079) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
810(28080) 

International  Technidyne  Factor  VI(28093) 
International  Technidyne  Hemochron 
400(28094) 

International  Technidyne  Hemochron 
401(28095) 

International  Technidyne  Hemochron 
800(28096) 

International  Technidyne  Hemochron 
801(28097) 

LAbor  OOA  Data  2000(37034) 

LAbor  COA  Screener(37033) 

LAbor  OOA  System(37035) 

LAbor  CoaData  3000(37066) 

Lancw  Coagulyzer  Jr.  111(37025) 

Logos  elvi  818  Digiclot(37013) 

Lo^  elvi  819  Multi  Qot(37014) 

Logos  elvi  820  Digiclot  11(37015) 

M^ical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  1000 
C(40037) 

Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  600(40149) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  650(40150) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  700(40038) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  750(40039) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  800(40040) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900(40041) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900 
C(40042) 

Orgimon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  Data- 
Mate(46018) 

Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  RA4(46019) 
Or^on  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  X-2(46020) 
Or^on  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  XC(46021) 
Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  XC 
Plus(46022) 

Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  XM(46023) 
Ortho  KoaguLab  M(46111) 

Ortho  Koagulab  16^46074) 

Ortho  Koagulab  32-^46123) 

Ortho  Koagulab  4(>-A(46076) 

Otbo  Koagulab  60-8(46122) 

Sclavo  Uni-Fast  System  Analyzer(58193) 


Sherwood  Medical  Coagulizer  Jr.(58140) 
Sienco  Dual  Sample  Aggregation  Meter  (DP- 
247)(58119) 

Sigma  AccuStasis  1000(58049) 

Sigma  AccuStasis  2000(58050) 

TECO  Coatron  F2(61065) 

TECO  Coatron  11(61047) 

TECO  Coatron  Jr(61048) 

Analyte:  (5502)  Red  Blood  Cell  Count 
(Erythrocyte  Count)  (RBC) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Cell-Dyn  1400(04225) 

Abbott  Cell-I^  1500(04226) 

Abbott  Cell-E^  1600(04227) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  1600  CS(04238) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  2000  CS(04239) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  2000  SL(04240) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  300(04228) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3000  CS(04241) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3000  SL(04242) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  3300  CS(04273) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3300  SL(04272) 

Abbott  Cell-I^  3500  CS(04327) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3500  SL(04287) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  400(04230) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  500(04231) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  610(04232) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  700(04233) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  800(04234) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  900(04235) 

Baker  8000(07019) 

Baker  9000(07020) 

Baker  9000  Ax(07182) 

Baker  9000  Plus(07183) 

Baker  9000  Rx(07184) 

Baker  JTB  500A(07421) 

Baker  JTB  700A(07422) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  4300 
Cell  Counter(07242) 

Bio-Dynamics  CellTrak  2(07435) 
Bio-Dynamics  CellTrak  3(07436) 
Bio-Dynamics  CellTrak  5(07437) 

Qay  Adams  HA-3(10101) 

Qay  Adams  HA-5(10102) 

Coulter  530(10066) 

Coulter  560(10067) 

Coulter  770(10068) 

Coulter  CBC4(10069) 

Coulter  CBC5(10070) 

Coulter  JR(10181) 

Coulter  JS(10073) 

Coulter  JT(10074) 

Coulter  )T2(10075) 

Coulter  JT3(10076) 

Coulter  M430(10077) 

Coulter  MAXM(10078) 

Coulter  MD16(10177) 

Coulter  S(10116) 

Coulter  S  Plus(10081) 

Coulter  S  Plus  11(10082) 

Coulter  S  Plus  111(10083) 

Coulter  S  Plus  IV(10084) 

Coulter  S  Plus  IVW/DIF(10085) 

Coulter  S  Plus  )r.(10086) 

Coulter  S  Plus  V(10087) 

Coulter  S  Plus  VI/STKR(10088) 

Coulter  S  SR(10118) 

Coulter  8550(10089) 

Coulter  8560(10119) 

Coulter  87120(10120) 

Coulter  8770(10121) 

Coulter  8790(10122) 

Coulter  8880(10090) 

Coulter  ST(10091) 

Coulter  STKR(10092) 


Coulter  STKS(10093) 

Coulter  T540(10094) 

Coulter  T660(10095) 

Coulter  T890(10096) 

Coulter  ZBI(10126) 

Coulter  ZBI6(10127) 

Coulter  ZF(101 28) 

Coulter  ZFS(10129) 

Coulter  ZM(10130) 

Danam  Datacell-18(13093) 

Danam  Datacell-18/AS-30(13094) 

Danam  HC-1020(13096) 

Danam  HC-310(13097) 

Danam  HC-510(13098) 

Danam  HC-510/HD11(13099) 

Danam  HC-720(13100) 

Danam  HC-820/HDll(13101) 

Danam  HC-820/HD21(13102) 

Danam  SA-1000(13103) 

Danam  Vector  5(13104) 

Danam  Vector  6(13105) 

Danam  Vector  6  PIus(13106) 

Danam  Vector  8(13107) 

Danam  Vector  8  Plus(13108) 
Electronucleonics  Cellstar(16003) 

Infolab  1-1100(28129) 

Infolab  1-1800(28130) 

Infolab  1-500(28090) 

Infolab  1-900(28091) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Collect 
7(28228) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Collect 
8(28229) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Collect 
8E(28230) 

Nova  Celltrak  11(43024) 

Nova  Celltrak  12(43025) 

Nova  Celltrak  2(43026) 

Nova  Celltrak  2/6(43027) 

Ortho  ELT  15(46059) 

Ortho  ELT  1500(46060) 

Ortho  ELT  8(46061) 

Ortho  ELT  8/DS(46062) 

Ortho  ELT  8/WS(46063) 

Ortho  ELT  800/WS(46065) 

Roche  Cobas  Argos(55039) 

Roche  Cobas  Argos  5  Diff(55093) 

Roche  Cobas  HEUOS  5  DIFF(55069) 

Roche  Cobas  Helio8(55094) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  ST(55060) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  STE(55042) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  STEL(55061) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  STX(55043) 

Sequoia  Turner  1600(58035) 

Sequoia  Turner  700(58036) 

Sequoia  Turner  900(58037) 

Seradyn  Seragen  Quick  Count(58089) 
Seradyn  Seragen  Quick  Count  Plus  11(58172) 
Serono  Baker  Series  130(58233) 

Serono  Baker  Series  150(58234) 

Serono  Baker  Series  170(58235) 

Serono  Baker  Series  5000(58236) 

Serono  Baker  Series  7000(58237) 

Serono  Baker  System  7500(58239) 

Serono  Diagnostics  8000(58245)  ’ 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000(58246) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Ax(58247) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Plus(58248) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Rx(58249) 

Sysmex  CC-108(58111) 

Sysmex  00-110(58112) 

Sysmex  CC-120(58208) 

Sysmex  CC-130(58071) 

Sysmex  00-150(58072) 

Sysmex  00-170(58110) 

Sysmex  00-180(58073) 
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Sysmex  GC-700(58074) 

Sysmex  CC-720(58075) 

Sysmex  OC-780(5a076) 

Sysmex  CC-800(58109) 

Sysmex  CX>-800  with  PDA--410(58276) 
Sysmex  £-2500(58077) 

Sysmex  6-5000(58078) 

Sysmex  £-300(58205) 

Sysmex  £-500(58206) 

Sysmex  £-800(58202) 

Sysmex  K-1000(58079) 

Sysmex  K-1000  with  TOA  upgrade(58277) 
Sysmex  M-2000(58207) 

Sysmex  NE-1500( 58204) 

Sysmex  NE-5500( 58203) 

Sysmex  N£-8000( 58080) 

Sysmex  PL-110(58113) 

Sysmex  £-1000(58081) 

Sysmex  £-3000(58129) 

Technicon  H  6000(61008) 

Technicon  H.l(61009)  • 

Technicon  H.l  ]r(61052) 

Technicon  H.IE  Sy8tem(61043) 

Technicon  H.2  System(61038) 

Analyte:  (5506)  Reticulocyte  Count 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

All  Manual  £eticulocyte  Cknmt  Test  Systems 
and  Procedures(04125) 

Sysmex  £-1000(58081) 

Sysmex  £-3000(58129) 

Analyte:  (5822)  Semen 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  Semen  Analyses  (presence  or 
absence  onlyK04356) 

Hamilton-Thom  HTM-IVOS  (count  and 
motility  only)(2S113) 

Analyte:  (6105)  Thrombin  Time 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Bio/Data  MCA  210(07282) 

Diagnostics  Stago  ST4(13218) 

General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate  X2(22057) 
Helena  Laboratories  Cascade  480(25002) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
100(26073) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
1000(26074) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
200(28075) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
2000(28076) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
300(28077) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300 
Plus(28197) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
3000(28078) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  3000 
Flus(28079) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
810(28080) 

International  Technidyne  £actor  VI(28093) 
International  Technidyne  Hemochron 
400(28094) 

International  Technidyne  Hemochron 
401(28095) 

International  Technidyne  Hemochron 
800(28096) 

International  Technidyne  Hemochron 
801(28097) 

LAbor  OOA  Data  2000(37034) 

LAbor  CX)A  Screener(37033) 

LAbor  CoaDaU  3000(37066) 


Logos  elvi  818  Digiclot(37013) 

Logos  elvi  819  Multi  Clot(37014) 

Logos  elvi  820  Digiciot  11(37015) 

M^ical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  1000 
C(40037) 

Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  650(40150) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  700(40038) 
Medical  Laboratorv  MLA  Electra  750(40039) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900(40041) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900 
Q40042) 

Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  £A4(46019) 
Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  XC(46021) 
Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  XC 
Plus(46022) 

Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  XM(46023) 
Oi^o  Koagulab  16S(  46074) 

Ortho  Koagulab  32-S(46123) 

Ortho  Koagulab  60-S( 46122) 

Sigma  Acc^tasis  1000(58049) 

Sigma  AccuStasis  2000(58050) 

TECO  Coatron  £2(61065) 

TECO  Coatron  11(61047) 

TECX)  Coatron  Jrt61048) 

Analyte:  (7002)  White  Blood  Cell  Count 
(Leukocyte  Count)  (WBC) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Cell-Dyn  1400(04225) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  1500(04226) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  1600(04227) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  1600  CS(04238) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  2000  CS(04239) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  2000  SL(04240) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  300(04228) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3000  CS(04241) 

Abbott  Cell-E^  3000  SL(04242) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3300  CS(04273) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  3300  SL(04272) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  3500  CS(04327) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3500  SL(04287) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  400(04230) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  500(04231) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  610(04232) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  700(04233) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  800(04234) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  900(04235) 

Baker  8000(07019) 

Baker  9000(07020) 

Baker  9000  Ax(07182) 

Baker  9000  Plus(07183) 

Baker  9000  £x(07184) 

Baker  )TB500A(07421) 

Baker  JTB  700A(07422) 

Becton  Dickinson  OBC(07176) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Auto£ead(07104) 
Becton  Dickinson  QBC  HemaScan(07428) 
Becton  Dickinson  QBC  11(07177) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  II  Flus(07178) 
Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Plus(07179) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  £eference(07180) 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  4300 
Cell  Counter(07242) 

Bio-Dynamics  CellTr^  2(07435) 
Bio-Dynamics  CellTrak  3(07436) 
Bio-Dynamics  CellTrak  5(07437) 

Qay  Adams  HA-3(10101) 

Clay  Adams  HA-5(10102} 

Coulter  530(10066) 

Coulter  560(10067) 

Coulter  770(10068) 

Coulter  CBC4(10069) 

Coulter  CBC5(10070) 

Cloulter  Hemo-W(lOlll) 

Coulter  J£(10181) 

Coulter  JS(10073) 


Coulter  JT(10074) 

Coulter  )T2(10075) 

Coulter  JT3(10076) 

Coulter  M430(10077) 

Coulter  MAXM(10078) 

Coulter  MD16(10177) 

Coulter  S(10116) 

Coulter  S  Plus(10081) 

Coulter  S  Plus  U(10082) 

Coulter  S  Plus  111(10083) 

Coulter  S  Plus  IV(10064) 

Coulter  S  Plus  IVW/DI£(10085) 
Coulter  S  Plus  )r.(l(X)86) 

Coulter  S  Plus  V(10087) 

Coulter  S  Plus  V1/STK£(10088) 
Coulter  S  S£(10118) 

Coulter  S550(10089) 

Coulter  S560(10119) 

Coulter  S7120(10120) 

Coulter  S770(10121) 

Coulter  S790(101 22) 

Coulter  S880(10090) 

Coulter  ST(10091) 

Coulter  STK£(10092) 

Coulter  STKS(10093) 

Coulter  T540(10094) 

Coulter  T660(10095) 

Coulter  T890(10096) 

Coulter  ZBKlOl  26) 

Coulter  ZB16(10127) 

Coulter  Z£(10128) 

Coulter  Z£5(101 29) 

Coulter  ZM(10130) 

Danam  DatacelI-1 8(1 3093) 

Danam  Datacell-18/AS-30(13094) 
Danam  HG-1020(13096) 

Danam  HC-310(13097) 

Danam  HC-510(13098) 

Danam  HC-510/HD11(13099) 

Danam  HC-720(13100)  ^ 

Danam  HC-820/HDll(13101) 

Danam  HC-820/HD21(13102) 

Danam  SA-1000(13103) 

Danam  Vector  5(13104) 

Danam  Vector  6(13105) 

Danam  Vector  6  Plus(13106) 

Danam  Vector  8(13107) 

Danam  Vector  8  Plus(13108) 
Electronucleonics  Ceilstar(16003) 
Infolab  1-1100(28129) 

Infolab  1-1800(28130) 

Infolab  1-500(28090) 

Infolab  1-900(28091) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Cellect 
7(28228) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Cellect 
8(28229) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Celled 
8E(28230) 

Nova  Celltr^  11(43024) 

Nova  Celltrak  12(43025) 

Nova  Celltrak  2(43026) 

Nova  Celltrak  2/6(43027) 

Ortho  ELT  15(46059) 

Ortho  ELT  1500(46060) 

Ortho  ELT  8(46061) 

Ortho  ELT  8/DS(46062) 

Ortho  ELT  8/WS(46063) 

Ortho  ELT  800(46064) 

Ortho  ELT  800/WS(46065) 

£oche  Cobas  ArgO8(55039) 

£oche  Cobas  ArgosS  Diff(55093) 
£oche  Cobas  HEUCS  5  DI£F(55069) 
£oche  Cobas  Helios(S5094) 

£oche  Cobas  Minos  ST(55060) 

£oche  Cobas  Minos  ST^55042) 
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Roche  Cobas  Minos  STEI,(55061) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  STX(55043) 

Sequoia  Turner  1600(58035) 

Sequoia  Turner  700(58036) 

Sequoia  Turner  900(58037) 

Sendyn  Seragen  Quick  C(^t(58089) 

Seradyn  Seragen  Quick  Count  Plus  11(58172) 
Serono  Baker  Series  130(58233) 

Serono  Baker  Series  150(58234) 

Serono  Baker  Series  170(58235) 

Serono  Baker  Series  5000(58236) 

Serono  Baker  Series  7000(58237) 

Serono  Baker  System  7500(58239) 

Serono  Diagnoses  8000(58245) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000(58246) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Ax(58247) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Plus(58248) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Rx(58249) 

Sysmex  CC-108(58111) 

Sysmex  00110(58112) 

Sysmex  00120(58208) 

Sysmex  00130(58071) 

Sysmex  00150(58072) 

Sysmex  00170(58110) 

Sysmex  00180(58073) 

Sysmex  00700(58074) 

Sysmex  00720(58075) 

Sysmex  00780(58076) 

Sysmex  00-800(58109) 

Sysmex  00-800  with  PDA-410(58276) 
Sysmex  02500(58077) 

Sysmex  E-5000(58078) 

Sysmex  F-300(58205) 

Sysmex  F-500(58206) 

Sysmex  F-800(58202) 

Sysmex  K-1000(58079) 

Sysmex  K-1000  with  PDA  upgrade(58277) 
Sysmex  M-2000(58207) 

Sysmex  NE-1500(58204) 

Sysmex  NE-5500(58203) 

Sysmex  NE-8000(58080) 

Sysmex  PL-110(58113) 

Technicon  H  6000(61008) 

Technioon  H.l(61009) 

Technicon  H.1  Jr(61052) 

Technicon  H.lE  System(61043) 

Technicon  H.2  System(61038) 

Analyte:  (7001)  White  Blood  Cell  Differential 
(WBCDiff) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Cell-Dyn  1400(04225) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  1500(04226) 

Abbott  Cell-C^  1600(04227) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  1600  CS(04238) 

Abbott  Cell-£^  2000  CS(04239) 

Abbott  Cell-I^  2000  SL(04240) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3000  CS(04241) 

Abbott  Cell-D^  3000  SL(04242) 

Abbott  Cell-I^  3300  CS(04273) 

Abbott  Cell-I^  3300  SL(04272) 

Abbott  Cell-I^  3500  CS(04327) 

Abbott  Cell-Dyn  3500  SL(04287) 

Abbott  Cell-E^  610(04232) 

All  Manual  WBC  Diff  Procedures-No 
interpret,  atypical  cell8(04126) 

Baker  9000(07020) 

Baker  9000  Ax(07182) 

Baker  9000  Plus(07183) 

Baker  9000  Rx(07184) 

Becton  Dickinran  Qrc(07176) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  AutoRMd(07104) 
Becton  Dickinson  QBC  11(07177) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  II  Plus(07178) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Plu8(07179) 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Reference(07180) 


Coulter  )S(10073) 

Coulter  JT(10074) 

Coulter  JT2(10075) 

Coulter  ]T3(10076) 

Coulter  MAXM(10078) 

Coulter  MD16(10177)  * 

Coulter  S  Plus  IVW/DIF(10085) 

Coulter  S  Plus  VI/STKR(10088) 

Coulter  ST(10091) 

Coulter  STKR(10092) 

Coulter  STKS(10093) 

Coulter  T540(10094) 

Coulter  T660(10095) 

Coulter  T890(10096) 

Coulter  VCS(10125) 

Danam  Datacell-18(13093) 

Danam  Datacell-18/AS-30(13094) 

Danam  HC-1020(130g6) 

Danam  Vector  8  Plu8(13108) 

Infolab  1-1100(28129) 

Infolab  1-1800(28130) 

Nova  Celltrak  12(43025) 

Roche  Cobas  AigO8(55039) 

Roche  Cobas  ATgos5  Diff[55093) 

Roche  Cobas  HEUOS  5  DIFF(55069) 

Roche  Cobas  Helios(55094) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  STEL(55061) 

Roche  Cobas  Minos  STX(55043) 

Serono  Diagnostics  8000(58245) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000(58246) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Ax(58247) 

Serono  Diagnostics  9000  Plus(58248) 

Sysmex  CC-800  with  PDA-410(58276) 
Sysmex  E-2500(58077) 

Sysmex  E-5000(58078) 

Sysmex  F-800(58202) 

Sysmex  K-1000  with  PDA  upgrade(58277) 
Sysmex  M-2000(58207) 

Sysmex  NE-1500(58204) 

Sysmex  NE-5500(58203) 

Sysmex  NE-8000(58080) 

Technicon  H  6000(61008) 

Technicon  H.l(61009) 

Technicon  H.2  System(61038) 

Analyte:  (7003)  Whole  Blood  Clotting  Time 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Haemoscope  Computerized 
ThrombOTlastograph(25128) 

Haemoscope  Thromboelastograph  (visual 
result)(25037) 

Lee-White  Clotting  Time(37059) 

Logos  elvi  816  Bi  Qot  (visual  result)(37020) 
Sienco  SONtXLOT  Coagulation  Analyzer 
(visual  result)(58124) 

Sienco  SONCX3LOT 11  Surgical  Analyzer 
(visual  result)(58125) 

Speciality/Subspeciality:  Immunohematology 
Analyte:  (0402)  ABO  Group— RBC 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amtec  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A3  (slide, 
tube)(0416g) 

Amtec  Anti-Al  Lectin  (slide,  tube)(04170) 
Amtec  CM-Tec  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A,B 
(microwell)(041 79) 

Amtec  CM-Tec  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A,B 
(tube)(04180) 

BCA  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A3 
(microplate)(07001) 

BCA  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A3  (slide, 
tube)(07002) 

BCA  Anti-Al  Lectin  (slide,  tube)(07003) 

Dade  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A3 
(microplate)(13001) 


Dade  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A3  (slide, 
tubeMl3002) 

Dade  Mono-T^  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A+B 
(microplate)(l  301 5) 

Dade  Mono-Type  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A-»-B 
(slide,  tube)(13016) 

Gamma  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A,B  (slide, 
tube)(22001) 

Gamma  Anti-Al  Lectin  (slide,  tube)(22002) 
Gamma  Omni-Series  11  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti- 
A3  (microwell)(22020) 

Gamma  Omni-Series  II  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti- 
A3  (tube)(22021) 

Gamma’s  Gamma-clone  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti- 
A-t-B  (microwell)(22033) 

Gamma’s  Gamma-clone  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti- 
A-fB  (slide,  tube)(22034) 

Immucor  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A  3 
(microplate)(28002) 

Inmwcor  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A3  (slide, 
tu^)(28003) 

Immucor  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A,B  -  murine 
(microplate)(28004) 

Immucor  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A3  *  murine 
(slide,  tube)(28005) 

Immucor  Anti-Al  (slide,  tube)(28006) 

Ortho  Anti-Al  Lectin  (slide,  tube)(46038) 
Ortho  BioClone  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A-»'B 
(microplate)(46043) 

Ortho  BioClone  Anti-A,  Anti-B,  Anti-A-t-B 
(slide,  tube)(46044) 

Analyte:  (0403)  ABO  Group  Confirmation — 
Serum,  Plasma 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Amtec  Serum  Grouping  Cells(04188) 

BCA  Confirmcells  and  Versa  CeIIs(07014) 
Dade  Reverse-Cjrte  (microplate)(13020) 

Dade  Reverse-Cyte  (tube)(13021) 

Gamma  Reverse  Group  (microwell)(22027) 
Gamma  Reverse  Group  (tube)(22028) 
Immucor  Referencells(28023) 

Ortho  Affirmagen — ^with  or  without  Ortho  A2 
Cells(46037) 

Analyte:  (1301)  D  (Rho)  Type 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amtec  Anti-D  (slide,  rapid  tubeK04171) 
Amtec  CM-Tec  Anti-D  (microwell)(04181) 
Amtec  CM-Tec  Anti-D  (slide,  saline 
tube)(04182) 

BCA  Anti-D  (saline  tube)(07004) 

BCA  Anti-D  (slide,  rapid  tube)(07005) 

BCA  UltraSera  Anti-D  (microplate)(07016) 
BCA  UltraSera  Anti-D  (slide,  tube)(07017) 
Dade  Anti-D  (micropiate)(13003) 

Dade  Anti-D  (slide,  rapid  tube)(13004) 

Dade  Chemically  Modified  Anti-D 
(microplate)(l 3009) 

Dade  Chemically  Modified  Anti-D  (slide, 
tube)(13010) 

Gamma  Anti-D  (saline  tube)(22003) 

Gamma  Anti-D  (slide,  modified  tube)(22004) 
Gamma  RST/Oi^i-Series  II  Anti-D 
(microwell)(22024) 

Gamma  RST/Omni-^ries  n  Anti-D  (slide, 
saline  tube)(22025) 

Gamma’s  Gamma-clone  Anti-D 
(microwell)(22035) 

Gamma’s  Gamma-clone  Anti-D  (slide, 
tube)(22036) 

Immucor  Anti-D  (microplate)(28007) 
Immucor  Anti-D  (saline  tube)(28008) 
Immucor  Anti-D  (slide,  tube)(28009) 
Inunucor  Anti-D  Chem-D  (microplateji28011) 
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Immucor  Anti-D  C3iem*D  (slide,  tube)(28012) 
Ortho  Anti-D  (slide,  modified  tube)(46039) 
Ortho  BioQone  Anti-D  (micropl8te)(4604S) 
Ortho  BioClone  Anti-D  (slide,  rapid 
tubeK46046) 

Analyte:  (1308)  Du  (Weak  D  RBC  Antigen) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Amtec  Anti-D— Du  (rapid  tube)(04172) 

Amtec  CM-Tec  Anti-D^-4)u  (saline 
tubeH04183) 

BCA  Anti-D-Du  (rapid  tube)(07006) 

BCA  UltraSera  Anti-D — Du  (tube)(07018) 

Dade  Anti-D-Ou  (rapid  tubeKlSOOS) 

Dade  Chemically  Modified  Anti-D— Du 
(tube)(13011) 

Gamma  Anti-D^Du  (modified  tube)(22005) 
Gamma  RST/Onmi-Series  n  Anti-D— Du 
(saline  tube)(22026) 

Gamma’s  Gamma-clone  Anti-D— Du 
(tube)(22037) 

Immucor  Anti-D — ^Du  (tube)(28010) 

Immucor  Anti-D  Chem-D— (tube)(28013) 
Ortho  Anti-D — ^Du  (modified  tube)(46040] 
Ortho  BioClone  Anti-D-^lu  (rapid 
tube)(46047) 

Analyte:  (2816)  Isohemagglutinins 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  Isohemagglt  Tube  Titrations, 
untreated  serum(04279) 

Anal]rte:(5501)RBC  Antigen  Type  Other 
Than  A  or B 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

American  Red  Cross  Bid  Group  Reagents — 
Indirect  Antiglobulin(04281) 

American  Red  Cross  Blood  Grouping 
Reagents — direct  Ag(04284) 

Amtec  Anti-H  Lectin---RBC(04173) 

Amtec  Anti-N  Lectin(04175) 

Amtec  Blood  Grouping  Reagents  (microwell) 
direct  Ag  ty]>e(04176) 

Amtec  Bloi^  Grouping  Reagents  (slide,  tube) 
direct  Ag  type(04177) 

Amtec  Blol^  Grouping  Reagents — Indirect 
Antiglobulin  Te8t(04178) 

BCA  Anti-H  Lectin— RBC(07007) 

BCA  Anti-N  Lectin(07010) 

BCA  Blood  Grouping  Reagents  (slide,  tube) — 
direct  Ag  type(07012) 

BCA  Blood  Grouping  Reagents — Indirect 
Antiglobulin  Test(07013) 

Dade  Blood  Grouping  Reagent  Chemically 
Modified  (slide,  tube)(13006) 

Dade  Blood  Grouping  Reagents  (slide,  tube) — 
direct  Ag  type(13007) 

Dade  Blood  Grouping  Reagents — Indirect 
Antiglobulin  Test(13008) 

Dade  Lectin-H — RBC,  qualitativ8(13012) 

Dade  Lectin-H — RBC,  quantitativ^l3114) 
Gamma  Anti-H  Lectin — RBC(22006) 

Gamma  Anti-N  Lectin(22009) 

Gamma  Blood  Groupi^  Reagents  (slide, 
tube) — direct  Ag  type(22013) 

Gamma  Blood  Grouping  Reagents — Indirect 
Antiglobulin  Te8t(22014) 

Gamma  RST-Series  Blood  Grouping  Reagents 
(slide,  tube)(22023) 

Gamma’s  Gaimna  ID-series  Blood  Grouping 
Reagents(22032) 

Gamma’s  Gamma-clone  Blood  Grouping 
Reagents  (microwell)(22038) 

Gamma’s  Gamma-clone  Blood  Grouping 
Reagents  (tube)(22039) 


Inunucor  Anti-N  Lectin(28014) 

Immucor  Blood  (koupi^  Reagents 
(microplate)— dir.  Ag  type(2801S) 

Immucor  Blood  Grouping  Regents  (slide, 
tube)— dir,  Ag  type(28016) 

Immucor  Blood  Grouping  R^ents — Indirect 
Antiglobulin(2801 7) 

Ortho  BioQone  Blood  Grouping  Reagents — 
direct  Ag  type(46048) 

Ortho  Blo^  Grouping  Reagents  (slide, 
tube)— dir.  Ag  type(48049) 

Ortho  Blood  Grouping  Reagents — Indirect 
Antiglobulin  Test(46050) 

Analyte:  (6401)  Unexpected  RBC  Antibody — 
Detection — RBC 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

All  Manual  Immunohematology  Direct 
Antiglobulin  Tube  Te8ts(04116) 

Analyte:  (6412)  Unexpected  RBC  Antibody — 
Detectim-Seram,  Plasma 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Amtec  Screening  Cells — SAL/ALB/USS/ 
PEG/IAT{04187) 

BCA  Bio-Cells— SAL/ ALB/USS/PEG/ 
IAT(07011)  N 

BCA  Spectrogen— SAL/ALB/USS/PEG/ 
IAT(07015) 

Dade  Search-Cyte— SAL/ALB/USS/PEG/ 
IAT(13022) 

Dade  Search^yte  Plus — SAL/ALB/USS/ 
PEG/IAT(13023) 

Dade  Search-Cyte  TCS — SAL/ALB/U^/ 
PEG/IAT(13024) 

Gamma  Duet — SAL/ALB/USS/PEG/ 
IAT(22015) 

Gamma  Pool— SAL/ALB/USS/PEG/ 
IAT(22022) 

Gamma  Trio— SAL/ALB/USS/PEG/ 
IAT(22030) 

Gamma  r-set — SAL/ALB/USS/PEG/ 
IAT(22031) 

Immucor  Hemantigen — SAL/ALB/USS/PEG/ 
IAT(28020) 

Immucor  Panoscreen — SAL/ALB/USS/PEG/ 
IAT(28021) 

Ortho  Pooled  Screening  Cells — SAL/ ALB/ 
USS/PEG/IAT(46079) 

Ortho  Selectogen— SAL/ALB/USS/PEG/ 
IAT(46081) 

Ortho  Surgiscreen — SAL/ALB/USS/PEG/ 
1AT(46082) 

SPEQAUTY/SUBSPECIAUTY: 

Mycobacteriology 

Analyte:  (4024)  Mycobacteria 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Direct  Acid-Fast  Smear  Test  Systems  and 
Procedures(04 100) 

SPEQAUTY/SUBSPECIAUTY:  Mycology 
Analyte:  (1302)  Dennatophytee 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Acuderm  inc.  Acu-DTM(04427) 

Adams  Scientific  Selecticult-DTM(04251) 
Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Dermatophyte  Test 
Medium(07079) 

Culture  Kits,  Inc.  Derm-Kit(10135) 

Difco  Bacto— DTM  Medium(13221) 

Hardy  Diagnostics  Dermatophyte  Test 
Medium(25001) 

Incstar  Dermatophyte  Test  Medium(28041) 


Orion  Diagnostica  Oricult-DTM 
(conventional  methodK46115) 

Remel  DTM(55105) 

Analyte:  (1900)  Fungi 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Becton  Dickinson  BACTEC  NR-860(07207) 

Analyte:  (1910)  Fungi — Fungal  Elements 
Only 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  KOH  Preparations  (Inight-field  light 
microscopeK041 19) 

All  Wet  Mount  Preparations  for  Fungi(04313) 
Anal]rte:  (7603)  Yeaet,  Candida  only 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  Directigen  1-2-3 
Disseminated  Candidiasis(07090) 
Bio-Medical  BIOCARD  Candida  (direct 
antigen/visual)(0720S) 

Centocar  Diagnostics  Vastest  (direct  Ag/ 
visual)(10202) 

Culture  lets,  Inc  Candi-Kit(10097) 

Difco  Candida  Latex  Test  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(13120) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  Super  Duo  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(37017) 

Medical  'Technology  Corp.  CandidaSure 
(direct  Ag/vi8ual)(40091) 

Miles  Diagnostic  Labs  MicroStix- 
Candida(40104) 

SmithKline  Isocult  Combination  Culture 
Te8t(58099) 

SmithKline  Isocult  Diagnostic  Culturing 
System(58200) 

SPEQAUTY/SUBSPEQAUTY:  Parasitology 
Analyte:  (1602)  Enterobius  Vermirularis 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Pinworm  Preparations(04129) 

Analyte:  (2813)  Intestinal  Parasites 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Alexon  ProSpecT  Giardia  Rapid  Assay  (direct 
antigen/visual)(04364) 

All  Wet  Mount  I^parations — ^Presence/ 
Absence  of  Parasites(04261) 

Analyte:  (6116)  Trichomonas 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Direct  Wet  Mount  Preparations(04108) 
Biomed  Diagnostics  InPouch  TV  (direct  wet 
mount)(07430) 

Biomed  Diagnostics  InPouch  TV  (using 
selective  media)(07431) 

Centocar  Diagnostics  Vagitest  (direct  Ag/ 
visual)(10202) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  Super  Duo  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(37017) 

MicroProbe  Affirm  VP  Microbial 
Identification  Test  Kit(40135) 

SmithKline  Isocult  Combination  Culture 
Test(S8099) 

SmithKline  Isocult  Diagnostic  Culturing 
System(58200) 

SPEQALITY/SUBSPECIALITY:  Toxicology/ 
TDM 

Analyte:  (0406)  Acetaminophen 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  ADX(04022) 
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Abbott  SpectTum(04067) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDXFLx(04072) 

Baxtn  Paiainax(07048) 

Beckman  Syncbron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Syncbron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Syncbron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Syncbron  CX  7(07073) 
BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Ciba  Coraing  550  Expresa(10038) 

Coulter  Daco8(10106) 

Du  Pcmt  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  U(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  ni(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instnimentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plu8(28083) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Rep)y(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roi^e  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Analyte:  (0425)  Amikacin 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  IIntellect(07376) 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IU(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monmch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Ihstrumeniation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio{55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Anal]rta:  (0428)  Amphataminea 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  ADX(04022) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 


Beckman  Syncbron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Syncbron  CX  4  CB(07174) 
Beckman  Syncbron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Syncbron  CX  7(07073) 

Biosite  Triage  Panel  fw  Drugs  of 
Abu8e(07195) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  10(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Immunotech  Microzyme  EIA  Visual 
Procedure(28182) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083)  ** 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympua  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roche  Abuscreen  ONTRAK(55099) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Syva  Emit  ETS  Plus(58115) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  Chem  1  Plus(61036) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Anal3rte:  (0701)  Barbiturates 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Abbott  ADX(04022) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Beckman  Syncbron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Syncbron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Syncbron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Syncbron  CX  7(07073) 
BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Biosite  Triage  Panel  for  Drugs  of 
Abu8e(07195) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 


Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  C^tichem  180(10080) 
DuPontACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 
DuPontACAIV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratoiy  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instnunentation  Labcnratoiy  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083} 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/AU560(46129) 

Roche  Abuscreen  ONTRAK(55099) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Syva  Emit  ETS  Plus(58115) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  Chem  1  Plus(61036) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (0702)  Benzodiazepines 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  ADX(04022) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Beckman  Syncbron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Syncbron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Syncbron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Syncbron  CX  7(07073) 

Biosite  Triage  Panel  for  Etrugs  of 
Abuse(07195) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
PIus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 
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Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olymbus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107)  Olympus  AU 
5223> 46108) 

Olymous  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

Roche  Abuscreen  ONTRAK(55099) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  8(55045) 

Syva  Emit  ETS  Plus(58115) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  Chem  1  Plus(61036) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (1058)  Ca£Eeine 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  8(55045) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analjrte:  (1049)  Cancer  Antigen  125  (CA  125) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Analyte:  (1009)  Cannabinoids  (THC) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  ADX(04022) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Beckman  8ynchion  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  8ynchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 

Beckman  8ynchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  8ynchron  CX  7(07073) 

BioAutoMed  A8CA(07192) 

Biosite  Triage  Panel  for  Drugs  of 
Abu8e(07195) 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(071^) 
Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Drug  8cieening  8ystems  microLINE 
8creens(13259) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 


Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  8ystems  EP08(16015) 
Inununotech  Microzyme  ElA  Visual 
Procedure(28182) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/AU560(46129) 

Roldie  Abuscreen  ONTRAK(55099) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  8(55045) 

8yva  Emit  ET8  Plus(58115) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  Chem  1  Plus(61036) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (1010)  Catbamazepine 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Ames  8eralyzer(04154) 

Ames  8eralyzer  111(04155) 

Baxter  8tratus(07050) 

Baxter  8tratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  8tratus  IIntellect(07376) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  8ynchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  8ynchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  8ynchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 
BioAutoMed  A8CA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Gba  Coming  Biotrack  516(10048) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  8ystems  EA8Y  PLU8(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  8ystems  EASY  ST(16017) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 


PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 
Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Co'Pas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  U(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  8(55045) 

Syntex  Medical  Diagnostics 
AccuLevel(58132) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (1011)  Carbamazepine,  Free 
Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Analyte:  (1063)  Chloramphenicol 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Roche  Ciobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Analyte:  (1023)  CocaiiM  MetdboUtes 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  ADX(04022) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CB(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Biosite  Triage  Panel  for  Drugs  of 
Abuse(07195) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Dmg  Screening  Systems  microLINE 
Screens(13259) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  1V(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Inununotech  Microzyme  ElA  Visual 
Procedure(28182) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46080) 

Olympus  Reply/AU560(46120) 

Roche  Abuscreen  ONTRAK(55099) 
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Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  n(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(5S044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  PIus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(SS045) 

Syva  Emit  ETS  Plu8(58115) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  Chem  1  PIus(61036) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (1042)  Cotinina 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  ADX(04022) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Analyte:  (1037)  Cycloeporine 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Analyte:  (1303)  Digitoxin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Baxter  Stratua(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  0(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  niitellect(07376) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehiinger  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehrin^  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 
DuPontACAV(13084) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (1304)  Digoxin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Ames  Clinimate--TDA(04149) 

Ames  Seralyzer(04154) 

Ames  Seralyzer  10(04155) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  0(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  0ntellect(07376) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Becton  DicUnson  Affinit^07075) 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  BS  300(07160) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 


Ciba  Coming  550  Expre8s(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  ACS  1^10046) 

Cirrus  Diagnostics  Immulite(10159) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 
DuPontACAV(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Mona^ 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  ReplyMU560(46129) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  0(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Serono  Baker  SR  1(58090) 

Serono  Diagnostics  SR  1(58250) 

Technicon  Immuno  1  Sy8tem(61042) 
Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (1305)  Disopyramide 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (1307)  Drugs  of  Abuse 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Enviromnental  Diagnostics  EZ* 
SCREEN(16018) 

Analyte:  (1608)  Ethanol  (Akohol) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  ADX(04022) 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio^^em  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Qba  Coming  550  Expre8s(10038) 


Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  n(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem>Profiler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gemsta^l6006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Enzjnnatics  Q.E.D.  A150  Saliva  Alcohol 
Test(16013) 

Enzymatics  Q.E.D.  A350  Saliva  Alcohol 
Test(16012) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

Rciche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Roche  ON-SITE  Alcohol  Test(55097) 

Syva  Emit  ETS  Plu8(58115) 

TOXI-LAB  Alcohol  Procedure(61064) 
TOXI-LAB  ON-SITE  Alcohol(61050) 
Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013} 

Analyte:  (1609)  Ethosnximide 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

BioAutoMed  AS^(07192) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 
DuPontACAm(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 
DuPontACAV(13084) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(5510l) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 
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Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Rocbe  Cobas  Mira  8(55045) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte;  (1906)  Flecainide 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  TDX{04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Analyte:  (2202)  Gentamicin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Baxter  StratU8(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect(07376) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 
BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017)  - 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 
Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  Immuno  1  System(61042) 
Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  5(K)(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (2619)  Isonicotinic  Add 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Difco  Bacto  INH  Test  Strips(13214) 
DynaCenMYOODYNURTTECTest  • 
Strip8(13264) 

Analjrte:  (3401)  Kanamjrdn 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Analyte:  (3710)  Lidocaine 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 


Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Baxter  Stratus!  07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntelleci(07376) 
BioAutoMed  ASCAt07192) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IVf 13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V{i30b4) 

Instrumentation  Latioratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55ioi) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55(M4) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plu8(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (4003)  Methadone 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  ADXf04022) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beclonan  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beclonan  Sync'nron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Coulter  Optichem  1(K)(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(1(X)79) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Lalxiratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

Rodie  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(550%) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Syva  Emit  ETS  Plus(58115) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61(X)3) 

Technicon  Chem  1  Plus(61036) 
Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 


Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (4004)  Methamphetaminea 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  ADX(04022) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  rLx(04072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Expre8s(10038) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Drug  Screening  Systems  microLINE 
Sareens(13259) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  5000/46001) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(35100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (4005)  Methaqoalone 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Mona^ 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  ReplyMU560(46129) 

Rci^e  Cobas  Bio(55100) 
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Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Syva  Emit  ETS  Plus(58115) 

Technioon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  Chem  1  Plus(61036) 

Tedmicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (4006)  Methotrexate 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  PLx(04072) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  ni(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13064) 

Roche  Cobas  Bid55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  5(55045) 

Analyte:  (4020)  Morphine 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Roche  Abuscreen  ONTRAK(55099) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  5(55045) 

Analyte:  (4301)  N-Acetylprocainamide 
(NAPA) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Baxter  5tratus(07050) 

Baxter  5tratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  5tratus  IlnteUect(07376) 

Beckman  5ynchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  5ynchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  5]mchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Bynchron  CX  7(07073) 
BioAutoMed  A5CA(07ig2) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitrchi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Qba  Ceding  550  Express(10038) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
PIus(28083) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cd>as  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 


Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70(X)2) 

Analyte:  (4313)  Netilmydn 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  C^obas  Mir8(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(5504S) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (4601)  Opiates 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  ADX(04022) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Beckman  S}mchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  C]E(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CDC  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 
BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Biosite  Triage  Panel  for  Drugs  of 
Abuse(07195) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Drug  Screening  Systems  microLINE 
Saeens(13259) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Immunotech  Microzyme  EIA  Visual 
Procedure(28182) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(S5100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Syva  Emit  ETS  Plus(58115) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  Chem  1  Plus(61036) 
Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 


V-Tech  Target  Opiates-R  (Reader)(67055) 
V-Tech  Target  Opiates-V  (Visual)(67054) 
Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (4901)  Phencyclidine  (PCP) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  ADX(04022) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Biosite  Triage  Panel  for  Etrugs  of 
Abuse(07195) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

Drug  Screening  Systems  microLINE 
Screens(13259) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Immunotech  Microzyme  EIA  Visual 
Procedure(28182) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Rciche  Abuscreen  ONTRAK(55099) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Syva  Emit  ETS  Plus(58115) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  Chem  1  Plus(61036) 
Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (4902)  Phenobarbital 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Ames  Seralyzer(04154) 

Ames  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 
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Baxter  Stratus  IInteUect(07376) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CSC  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 
BioAutoMed  ASCA(07ig2) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hit^i  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
C^ha  Coining  550  Express(10038) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13062) 

Du  Pont  ACAUd  3172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13066) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AUS60(46129) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 
Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Ck>bas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Ck>bas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Syntex  Medical  Diagnostics 
AccuLevel(S8132) 

Technicon  Immuno  1  System(61042) 
Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (4903)  Phenytoin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

Ames  Clinimate— TDA(04149) 

Ames  Seralyzer(04154) 

Ames  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  Ilntellect(07376) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio-Cbem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166] 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 


Qba  Corning  550  Express(10038) 

Ciba  Coniing  Biotrack  51^10048) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 
DuPontACAV(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Dia^ostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plu8(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Syntex  Medical  Diagnostics 
AccuLevel(581 32) 

Technicon  Immuno  1  System(61042) 
Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT{61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analjrte:  (4904)  Phenytoin,  Free 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Analyte:  (4912)  Primidone 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  IIntellect(07376) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 
BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
DuPont  ACA(13082) 

DuPont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082)^ 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089] 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 


Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (4913)  Procainamide 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  IInteliect(07376) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 
BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (4917)  Propox]rpheiw 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  ADX(04022) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CB(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 
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Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/AU560(46129) 

Roiche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobes  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plu8(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  8(55045) 

Syva  Emit  BTS  Plu8(58115) 

Technicon  Cbem  1(61003) 

Technicon  Chem  1  Plus(61036) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Techniccm  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (5202)  Quinidine 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Baxter  Stratu8(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  IIntellect(07376) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 
BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  10(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

DuPont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monait± 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Repiy/AU560(46129) 

Ro^e  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Techrucon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (5801)  Salicylates 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  ADX(04022) 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 


Abbott  VP(04082) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  2bC(07049) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio-Chem  laboratory  Syrtems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Qba  Coming  550  Expre88(10038) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

DuPontACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 
DuPontACAni(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 
DuPontACAV(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimen8ion(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profiler(16004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  GemstaKl6006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
P1u8(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Ro^e  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Sclavo  Uni-Fast  System  Arialyzer(58193) 
Sclavo  Uni-Fast2  System  Analyzer(58194) 
Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Analjrte:  (5816)  Streptomycin 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Analyte:  (6104)  Theophylline 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Abbott  Vision(04083) 

Access  Medical  Systems  dChem(04309) 
Ames  Clinimate— ■TDA(04149) 

Ames  SeTalyzer(04154) 


Ames  Seralyzer  111(04155) 

Baxter  Stratu8(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  IIntellect(07376) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synduon  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Expres8(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  Biotrack  516(10048) 

Coulter  Daco8(10106) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Analyst(13085) 

Du  Pont  Dimen8ion(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS(16016) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST(16017) 
EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Mona^ 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(34015) 

Kodak  Ektachem  DT  SC  Module(34017) 
Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 
Pbotest  Diagnostics  dChem(49050) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Sanofi  Pasteur  Access  Immunoassay 
System(58257) 

Syntex  Medical  Diagnostics 
AccuLevel(58132) 

Technicon  In^uno  1  System(61042) 
Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Diagnostics  30R(70002) 

Analyte:  (6112)  Tobramycin 
,  Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Baxter  Stratus(07050) 

Baxter  Stratus  11(07051) 

Baxter  Stratus  IIntellect(07376) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 
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Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 
BioAutoM^  ASCA(07ie2) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161)  - 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
DuPontACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EroS(1601S) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
P1u8(28083) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(46129) 

PB  Di^nostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 
Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(S5044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(5S096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  Immuno  1  System(61042) 
Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (6117)  Tricyclic  Antidepressants 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  ADX(04022) 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  0(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  01(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(S5101) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Syva  Emit  ETS  Plus(58115) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (6701)  Valproic  Acid 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Beckman  Array  360(07052) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 
BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Du  Pont  ACA(13062) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 


Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

PB  Diagnostics  Systems  OPUS(49001) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  FP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte;  (6702)  Valproic  Add,  Free 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TOX  PLx(04072) 

Anal]rte:  (6703)  Vancomycin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  PLx(04072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 

Beckman  Syncliron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Marmheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
DuPontACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  ni(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13064) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083} 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio  PP(55101) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  PARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

SPECIALITY/SUBSPECIALITY:  Urinalysis 

Analyte:  (6125)  Total  Solids  (Specific 
Gravity) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  Specific  Gravities  by 
Urinometers(04283) 

American  Optical  TS  Meter(04285) 

Behring  Rapimat  11  Digital 
Re£ractometer(07122) 

Biovation  Model  300  Digital 
Urinometer(07251) 

Reichert  TS  Meter(55071) 

Analyte:  (6408)  Urinary  Protein,  Qualitative 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  Add  Predpitatlon  Urine  Protein 
Screening  Tests(04266) 

Sclavo  Albumin  Screen(58098) 

Analyte:  (6405)  Urinary  Sediment 
Microscopic  Elements 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  Microscopic  Analysis  of  Urinary 
Sediment(04133) 

nUS  The  Yellow  IRIS  model  250  (Squamous/ 
WBC/RBC  cnt  onlyH28117) 

IRIS  The  Yellow  IRIS  model  450  (Squamous/ 
WBC/RBC  cnt  onlyK28118) 

Analyte:  t6406)  Urine  Qualitative  Dipstick 
Chemistries 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  Clini-tek  Reflectance 
Photometer(04351) 

Ames  Clinitek  10(04280) 

Ames  Clinitek  100(04151) 

Ames  Clinitek  200(04282) 

Ames  Clinitek  200  Plus(04152) 

Ames  Clinitek  Auto  2000(04350) 

Behring  Rapimat  11(07121) 

Behriiig  Rapimat  II  T(07123) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip  Urine 
AnalyzeT(07380) 

IRIS  The  Yellow  IRIS  model  250  (Squamous/ 
WBC/RBC  cnt.  onlyM28117) 

IRIS  The  Yellow  IRIS  model  450  (Squamous/ 
WBC/RBC  cnt  only)(28118) 

SPECIALITY/SUBSPECIALITY:  Virology 

Analyte:  (2529)  Herpes  Simplex 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Kodak  SureCell  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(34020) 

Vitek  Systems  Vidas  (direct  antigen)(67038) 
Wampole  Virogen  Herpes  LA  Slide  Test  (dir 
Ag/visual)(70018) 

Analyte:  (2549)  Herpetic  Induskm  Bodies 
for  Herpes 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Tzanck  Smears(61092) 

Analyte:  (5503)  Respiratory  S3mcytial  Virus 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TestPack  RSV  (ElA)  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(04076) 

Becton  Dickinson  Directigen  RSV  (EIA)  (dir 
Ag/visual)(07097) 

Analyte:  (5505)  Reqiiratory  Viruses 
(Influenza  A&B,  Parainfluenza) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Becton  Dickinson  Directigen  Flu  A  (direct 
antigen/visual)(07092) 

Becton  Dickinson  QTest  Influenza  A  (direct 
antigen/visual)(07202) 

Analyte:  (5509)  Rotavirus 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Bio-Medical  ANI  Biocard  Rotovirus  (direct 
antigen/visual)(071 30) 

Isolab  RotaStat  LA  Slide  Test  (direct  Ag/ 
visrial)(28108) 

Medical  Technology  Corp.  Rotalex  (direct 
antigen/visual)(40052) 

Meridian  Diag.  Meritec  Rotavirus  Latex  (dir 
Ag/visual)(40059) 
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V-Tech  Target  Rotavirus  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(67004) 

Vitek  Systems  SUDEX  Rota-kit  2  (direct 
antigen/visual)(67034) 

Wampole  Virogen  Rotatest  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(70019) 

Wellcome  Rotavirus  Latex  Test  (direct 
antigen/vi8ual)(70025) 

COMPLEXITY:  HIGH 

SPEOALITY/SUBSPECIAUTY:  Bacteriology 

Analyte:  (0412)  Aerobic  AAw  Anaerobic 
Organkma — Unlimited  Sources 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  MS-2/Advantage  (including 
culture)(04057) 

Abbott  Quantum  II  System  (including 
culture)(04059) 

All  Manual  Nucleic  Acid  Analysis  Test 
Systems  ft  Procedures(04365) 

All  Organism  ID  ft  Antimicro.  Suscept. 

Testing  from  Culture(04372) 

Analytab  API  20  Streptococcus  (including 
culture)(04193) 

Analytab  API  20-A  (including 
culture)(04194) 

Analytab  API  ALADIN  (including 
culture)(04256) 

Analytab  API  An-Ident  (including 
cultureK04196) 

Analytab  API  Quad  Perm  *  (including 
cultureK04201) 

Analytab  API  Rapid  E  (including 
cuiture)(04198j 

Anal3rtab  API  Rapid  NFT  (including 
culture)(04199) 

Analytab  API  Rapid  Strep  (including 
culhue)(04200) 

'Analytab  API  UniScept  System  (including 
culture)(04206) 

Analytab  API  ZYM  Microorganism 
Differentiation  (inc.  cuit.)(04207) 

Analytab  Staph-Ident  (including 
culture)(04217) 

Baxter  AutoSCAN  Walk/Away  (including 
culture)(07023) 

Baxter  Haemophilus/Neisseria  Ideutif-Panel 
(including  cult)(07037) 

Baxter  MicioScan  AutoSCAN  4  (including 
cultureK07042) 

Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Minitek  Enterobact.  Ill 
Set  (inc  cultK07360) 

Becton  DickinMn  BBL  Minitek  Gram  Positive 
Set  (inc.  cult)(07361) 

Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Minitek  Neisseria  Set 
(inc.  culture)(07362) 

Becton  Dickinson  Sceptor  System  (including 
cuItureH07203) 

BioQinical  Systems  Bullseye  OB/GYN  Plate 
(inch  culture)(07267) 

BioQinical  Systems  UniSystem  Bio-General 
(incl.  culture)(07268) 

Innovative  Diag.  Systems  IDS  Rapid  SS/U 
(including  c^tureX28053) 

Innovative  Diag.  Systems  IDS  Rapid  STR 
(including  culture)(28054) 

Innovative  Diag.  Systems  Modified  IDS  Rapid 
NH  (inc.  cult.)(28056) 

Innovative  Diag.  Systems  Rap  ANA  U 
(including  culture)(280S9) 

Innovative  Diag.  Systems  Rap  NF  Plus 
(including  cuItureH28060) 

Innovative  Diag.  Systems  Rapid  NF 
(including  cultursX26061) 

Micro  Media  Sys.  Bacterial  ID  Panels/G.Neg/ 
G.Poe  (inc.  cultX40073) 


Organon  Autobac  Series  n  (including 
cultureX46004) 

Pasco  MIC/ID  Data  Management  System 
(including  cultureX49017) 

Pro-Lab  Neisseria/Branhamella  DifL  Test 
(including  culture)(49012) 

Radiometer  Sensititre  (including 
culture)(55009) 

Remel  Haemophilus  ID  Test  Kit  (including 
culture)(55025) 

Roche  Enterotube  II  (including 
culture)(55047) 

Troy  Biologicals  Bacti-Bio  General  Plate 
(incl.  cultureX61029) 

Troy  Biologicals  Bacti-Star  11  Vaginal  Plate 
(incl  cultureX61031) 

Troy  Biologicals  Bacti-Star  Vaginal  Plate 
(incl.  culture)(61032) 

Troy  Biologicals  Bacti- Vaginal  Plate 

(including  cuItureX61033)  _ 

Unipatb  Oxoid  Toxin  Detect.  Kit  BCET-RPLA 
(inc  cult./{ilt.X64020) 

Unipath  Oxoid  "Toxin  Detect.  Kit  PET-RPLA 
(inc  cult/filtrateX64005) 

Unipath  Oxoid  Toxin  Detect.  Kit  SET-RPLA 
(inc  cult./rilt.)(64021) 

Unipath  Oxoid  "roxin  Detect.  Kit  TST-RPLA 
(inc  culture](64006) 

Unipath  Oxoid  Toxin  Detect.  Kit  VET-RPLA 
(inc  cultureX64007) 

Vitek  Systems  Rapid  E  System  (including 
culture)(67032) 

Vitek  Systems  VITEK  (including 
cultureK67035) 

Analyte:  (0413)  Aerobic  Organisms  From 
Throat  Specimens  Only 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Troy  Biologicals  Bacti  Strep  Screen  Plus 
(incl.  culture)(61026) 

Troy  Biologicals  Bacti-Star  II  Throat  Plate 
(incl.  cultureX61027) 

Troy  Biologicals  Bacti-Star  Throat  Plate  (incl. 
culture)(61028) 

Troy  Biologicals  Bacti-Throat  Plate 
(including  culture)(61030) 

Analyte:  (0478)  Aerobic/Anaerobic  Organ. — 
Other  than  Ureth/Endocerv 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Gram  Stain  Procedures — Other  than 
Urethral/Endocerv.(04299) 

Analyte:  (0715)  Bordetella  Pertussis/ 
Parapertussis 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Difco  FA  Bordetella  Pertussis/Parapertussis 
(direct  Ag.)(13168) 

Difco  FA  Bordetella  Pertussis/Parapertussis 
(inc.  culture)(13115) 

Analytr.  (1006)  Campylobacter 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Campyslide  Test 
(including  cultureX07078) 

Gen-Probe  AccuProbe  (including 
cuItureX22040) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-Campy(JCL) 
(including  culture)(40067) 

Analyte:  (1016)  Chlamydia 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
ADI  Visuwell  Chlamydia  (direct  antigen/ 
spectrophotometricX04002) 


ADI  Visuwell  Chlamydia  (direct  antigen/ 
vi8ual)(04258) 

Abbott  COMMANDER  System(04334) 

Abbott  Chlamydiazyme  (EIA)  (direct  antigen/ 
spectrophoto)(04044) 

Abbott  Chlamydiazyme  (with  blocking 
reagent)(04260) 

All  Organism  Identification  from  Cell 
Culture(04331) 

Analytab  API  IDEIA  (direct  antigen/ 
spectrophotometric)(04300) 

Analytab  API  IDEIA  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(04213) 

Analytab  API  IMAGEN  Chlamydia  (direct 
antigen)(04214) 

Baxter  Bartels  Chlamydia  (EIA)  (direct 
antigen/spectro)(07026) 

Baxter  Bartels  Chlamydiae  FA  Monoclonal 
(inc.  cell  culture)(07027) 

Baxter  Bartels  Chlamydiae 
Immunoperoxidase  (inc.  cell  cult)(07028) 
Cellabs  Diagnostics  Chlamydia-Cel  'HVAR 
IFA  (direct  antigen)(10028) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  Lite  Chlamydia  (dir 
antigen)(10056) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  Lite  Chlamydia 
(including  cell  culture)(10184) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  Lite  Chlamydia  (with 
blocking  reagentXl0179) 

Diagnostic  Prod.Crp.  PDx  Chlamydia 
Cult.Conf.(inc  cell  cul)(13125) 

Diagnostic  Products  PathoDx  Chlamydia 
trachomatis  (dir.  Ag)(13035) 

Diagnostic  Technology  Chlamydia-Check 
Sys.  (inc  cell  cultXl3219) 

Diagnostic  Technology  Chlamydia-Check 
System  (direct  Ag)(13167) 

Difco  Chlamydia  Direct  Detection  System 
(direct  antigen)(13060) 

Gen-Probe  Pace2  (direct  antigen)(22041) 
Incstar  Chlamydia  Direct  Test  System  (direct 
antigen)! 28039) 

Ortho  Chlamydia  (DFA)  (direct 
antigen)(46052) 

Ortho  Chlamydia  Antigen  ELISA  Test  (dir 
Ag/spectrophoto)(46053) 

Ortho  Chlamydia  Antigen  ELISA  Test  (inc. 

cell  cult/spectro)(46i25) 

Ortho  Cultureset  Chlamydia  ID  Kit  (FA)  (inc. 
cell  culture)(46054) 

Ortho  Cultureset  Chlamydia  ID  Kit  (PAP) 

(inc.  cell  cultureX46055) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  Pathfinder  (FA)  (direct 
antigen)(58002) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  Pathfinder  Chlamydia  EIA 
Detection  Kit(58220) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  Pathfad.  Chlamydia 
Microplate  (dirAg/spec)(58003) 

Scimedx  Chlamydia  Test  Kit  (direct 
antigen)(58018) 

Sigma  SIA  Chlamydia  (dir  Ag/ 
spectrophotometricX58093) 

Syva  MicroTrak  Chlamydia  EIA  (direct 
antigen/spectrophoto)(58084) 

Syva  MicroTrak  Culture  Confirmation  IF  Test 
(inc  cell  cult)(58085) 

Syva  MicroTrak  Direct  Specimen  IF  System 
(direct  antigen)(58086) 

Syva  MicroTrak  11  Chlamydia  EIA  (Direct  Ag/ 
Spectrophoto)(56262) 

Syva  MicroTrak  XL  (58263) 

Vitek  Systems  Vidas  (direct  antigen)(67038) 
Wellcome  Chlamyset  (direct  antigen)(70022) 

Analyte:  (1022)  Clostridium  Difficile 
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Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Advanced  Clinical  Diag.  CDT  Toxi  Test 
(direct  antigen)(04094) 

Analytab  C.  difficile  A+B  ELISA  Test  Kit 
(direct  antigen)(04333) 

Baxter  Bartels  C.  difficile  Toxin  A  (EIA) 
(direct  antigen)(07024] 

Baxter  Bartels  Cytotoxicity  Assay  for  C 
difficile  (dir  Ag)(07029) 

BioWhittaker  TOX-A  Test  (direct  antigen/ 
spectro)(07432) 

BioWhitt^er  TOX-A  Test  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(07433) 

Cambridge  Biotech  Cytoclone  A  &  B  (EIA) 
(direct  antigen)(10007) 

Meridian  Premier  Q  difficile  Toxin  A  (dir 
Ag/  5pectrophoto)(40092) 

Meridian  Premier  C  difficile  Toxin  A  (dir 
Ag/visual)(40093) 

Analyte:  (1612)  Enterococcus 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Gen-Prbbe  AccuProbe  (including 
cult\ire)(22040) 

Analyte:  (1604)  Escherichia  Coli 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Eschericia  coli 
(including  culture)(07201) 

Bio-Medical  ANI  E.  coli  0157  Test  (including 
culture)(07131) 

Difco  Bacto  E.  coli  H  H7  (including 
cult\ire)(13116) 

Difco  Bacto  E.  coli  O  0157  (including 
cultiue)(13117) 

Difco  Bacto  E.  coli  O  (including 
culture)(13126) 

Difco  Bacto  E.  coli  OK  (including 
culture)(13127) 

Pro-Lab  Diagnostics  E.  coli  0157  LA  Test 
(including  culture)(49010) 

Roach  Laboratories  E.  coli  OK  (including 
culture)(55092) 

Unipath  Oxoid  E.  coli  0157  Latex  Kit 
(including  culture)(64003) 

Analyte:  (2212)  Gardnerella  Vaginalis 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
MicroProbe  Affirm  VP  Microbial 
Identification  Test  Kit(40135) 

Analyte:  (2542)  Haemophilus  Influenzae 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Gen-Probe  AccuProbe  (including 
culture)(22040) 

Analyte:  (2509)  Haemophilus  Influenzae, 
Type  A.  C-F 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Difco  Bacto  H.  influenzae  Set  (including 
culture)(13222) 

Difco  FA  H.  influenzae  Types  A-F  (direct 
antigen)(13156) 

Karobio  Phadebact  Haemophilus  (including 
culture)(34005) 

Analyte:  (2510)  Haemophilus  Influenzae, 
TypeB 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  Dir.  Meningitis  Combo  Kit 
(bid  cult  supem)(07260) 

Becton  Dickinson  Dir.  Meningitis  Indiv.  Kit 
(bid  cult  supem)(07261) 


Difco  Bacto  H.  influenzae  Set  (including 
cult\ne)(13222) 

Difco  FA  H.  influenzae  Types  A-F  (direct 
antigen)(13156) 

Karobio  Phadebact  Haemophilus  (including 
culture)(34005) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Meningitis  Panel  (bid 
culture  supematant)(70080) 

Wellcome  Wellcogen  Bacterid  Ag  Kit  (bid 
culture  supemate)(70082) 

Anal3da:  (3706)  Legionella 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Binax  Equate  Legionella  Urinary  Antigen  Kit 
(RIA)(07125) 

Gen-Probe  Legionella  Rapid  Diag.  System 
(direct  antigen)(22102) 

Gen-Probe  Le^onella  Rapid  Diag.  System 
(including  culture)(22126) 

Genetic  Systems  Legionella  IFA  Test  Kit 
(direct  antigen)(22065) 

MarDx  Legionella  DFA  (direct 
antigen)(40098) 

MarDx  Legionella  DFA  (including 
culture)(40128) 

Medical  Diag.  Technologies  Legionella 
(direct  antigen)(40035) 

Medical  Diag.  Technologies  Legionella 
(including  culture)(40129) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  MERIFLUOR 
Legionella  (direct  antigen)(40096) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  MERIFLUOR 
Legionella  (incl.  culture)(40127) 

Organon  Teknika  Legionella  DFA  Kit  I  (direct 
antigen)(46099) 

Organon  Teknika  Legionella  DFA  Kit  I 
(including  culture)(46124) 

Pro-Lab  Legionella  Latex  Ag  (including 
culture)(49031) 

Remel  Legionella  Poly-ID  Test  Kit  (direct 
antigen)(55064) 

Remel  Legionella  Poly-ID  Test  Kit  (including 
culture)(55103) 

Scimedx  Legionella  Test  Kit/DFA  (direct 
antigen)(58024) 

Zeus  Legionella  DFA  (direct  antigen)(79012) 
Analyte:  (3719)  Listeria  Monoc3rtogenes 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Gen-Probe  AccuProbe  (including 
culture)(22040) 

Analyte:  (4022)  Mycoplasma  Pneumonia 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Gen-Probe  M.  pneumoniae  Rapid  Diag. 

System  (direct  antigen)(22103) 

Gen-Probe  M.  pneumoniae  Rapid  Diag. 
System  (inc.  culture)(22127) 

Analyte:  (4302)  Neisseria  Gonorrhoeae 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Gonozyme  (direct  antigen/ 
spectrophotometric)(04045) 

Adams  Scientific  Identicult  -  Neisseria 
(including  culture)(04088) 

Baxter  Bartels  N.  gonorrhoeae  DF  (including 
culture)(07033) 

Difco  FA  N.  gonorrhoeae  (including 
culture)(13158) 

Gen-Probe  AccuProbe  (including 
culture)(22040) 

Gen-Probe  Pace2  (direct  antigen)(22041) 
Gen-Probe  Pace2  (including  culture)(22144) 
Incstar  N.  gonorrhoeae  Fluoro-Kit  (including 
culture)(28048) 


Karobio  Phadebact  Monoclonal  Gonococcus 
(including  culture)(34006) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-GG  (including 
culture)(40068) 

New  Horizons  Gonogen  (including 
culture)(43003) 

New  Horizons  Gonogen  11  (including 
culture)(43004) 

Syva  MicroTrak  N.  gonorrhoeae  GulL  Gofirm. 
(incl.  culture)(58097) 

Analyte:  (4314)  Neisseria  Kfeningitidis 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination: 

Difco  FA  Meningococcus  Poly  (direct 
antigen)(13155) 

Analyte:  (4303)  Neisseria  Meniixgitidis  (non¬ 
specific) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Difco  Bacto  Neisseria  Meningitidis  Set 
(including  culture)(13223) 

Analyte:  (4304)  Neisseria  Meningitidis, 
Group  A 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  Dir.  Meningitis  Gombo  Kit 
(bid  cult  supem)(07260) 

Becton  Dickinson  N.  Meningitidis  Test  (bid 
cult.  supernate)(07262) 

Difco  Bacto  Neisseria  Meningitidis  Set 
(including  culture)(13223) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Meningitis  Panel  (bid 
culture  supematant)(70080) 

Wellcome  Wellcogen  Bacterial  Ag  Kit  (bid 
culture  superoate)(70082) 

Analyte:  (4306)  Neisseria  Meningitidis. 
Group  B 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Difco  Bacto  Neisseria  Meningitidis  Set 
(including  culture)(13223) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Meningitis  Panel  (bid 
culture  supematant)(70080) 

Analyte:  (4307)  Neisseria  Meningitidis, 
Group  B  and  E.  Coli  Kl 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Becton  Dickinson  Dir.  Meningitis  Gombo  Kit 
(bid  cult  supem)(07260) 

Becton  Dickinson  Dir.  Meningitis  Indiv.  Kit 
(bid  cult  supern)(07261) 

Wellcome  Wellcogen  Bacterial  Ag  Kit  (bid 
culture  supemate)(70082) 

Wellcome  Wellcogen  Bacterial  Ag  Kit 
(including  culture)(70088) 

Analyte:  (4308)  Neisseria  Meningitidis, 
Group  C 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  Dir.  Meningitis  Gombo  Kit 
(bid  cult  supem)(07260) 

Becton  Dickinson  N.  Meningitidis  Test  (bid 
cult.  supemate)(07262) 

Difco  Bacto  Neisseria  Meningitidis  Set 
(including  culture)(13223) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Meningitis  Panel  (bid 
culture  superoatant)(70080) 

Wellcome  Wellcogen  ^cterial  Ag  Kit  (bid 
culture  supemate)(70082) 

Analyte:  (4311)  Neisseria  Meningitidis, 
Group  W135 
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Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  Dir.  Meningitis  Combo 
Kit(bld  cult  supem)(07260) 

Becton  Dickinson  N.  Meningitidis  Test  (bid 
cult.  supemate)(07262) 

Difco  Bacto  Neiss^a  Meningitidis  Set 
(including  cultuie)(13223) 

Wampole  ^ctigen  Meningitis  Panel  (bid 
culhue  supematant)(70080) 

Wellcome  Wellcogen  Bacterial  Ag  Kit  (bid 
culture  supemate)(70082) 

Analyte:  (4312)  Netesaria  Meningitidis, 
Group  Y 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  Dir.  Meningitis  Combo 
Kit(bld  cult  supem)(07260) 

Becton  Dickinson  N.  Meningitidis  Test  (bid 
cult  supemate)(07262) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Meningitis  Panel  (bid 
culture  supematant)(70080) 

Wellcome  Wellcogen  Bacterid  Ag  Kit  (bid 
culture  supemate)(70082) 

Anal]rte:  (5802)  Salmonella 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Analytab  API  Serimm  Sure  Salmonella 
(including  cultuie)(04203) 

Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Salmonella  Grouping 
(incl.  cultureK07200) 

Bio-Medical  AM  Salmonella  Test  (including 
cultureK07132) 

Difco  Bacto  Salmonella  H  (including 
cultureHl3212) 

Difco  Bacto  Salmonella  O  (including 
cultuie)(13118) 

Difco  FA  Salmonella  Panvalent  (including 
culture  brothKl3153) 

Difco  FA  Salmonella  Poly  (including  cultiire 
broth)(13154) 

Roach  Laboratories  Salmonella  Flagellar  (H) 
(inc.  cultura)(55090) 

Roach  Laboratories  Salmonella  Somatic  ft  Vi 
(inc.  culture)(55091) 

Wampole  Bacti^n  Salmonella-Shigella 
(induding  ciiltiue)(70081) 

Wellcome  Wellcolex  Colour  Salmonella 
(including  culture)(70034) 

Analyte:  (5804)  ^ugella 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Shigella  Grouping 
(induding  cultureK07283) 

Difco  Bado  Shigella  (induding 
culhiie)(13174) 

Roach  Laboratories  Shigella  Grouping  ft 
Typing  (inc.  cuU.K55086) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Salmonella-Shigella 
(induding  cultureK70081) 

Wellcome  Wellcolex  Colour  Shigella 
(including  culture)(70035) 

Analyte:  (5807)  Staphylococcus 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Adams  Scientific  SeroStat  D  Staphylococcus 
(inc.  culture)(04091) 

Advanced  Mescal  Tedmologies  Rapi- 
Staph(including  culture)(04098) 

Analytab  API  Staphase  ID  (including 
cultur8)(04205) 

Baxter  MicroScan  StaphyLatex  (induding  - 
culture)(07047) 

Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Staphyloslide 
(induding  culture)(07082) 


Bio-Medical  AM  Staph  aureus  Test 
(including  culture)(07133) 
CaxT-Scarborough  Accu-Staph  (including 
culture)(10023) 

Difco  Bacto  Staph  Latex  Test  (including 
culture)(13056) 

Gen-Probe  AccuProbe  (including 
culture)(22040) 

Immuno-Mycologics  LA-Staph  (induding 
cultuie)(28034) 

Innovative  Diag.  Systems  IDS 
Staphylochrome  (inc.  culture)(280S5) 
Medical  Diag.  Technologies  Staph  Latex 
(including  culture)(40036) 

NCS  Staphslide  (including  culture)(43001) 
Regional  Media  Lab  Hemastaph  (including 
culture)(55015) 

Unipath  ^oid  Staphylase  Test  (including 
culture)(64019) 

Vitek  Systems  RAPIDEC  Staph  (including 
culture)(67031) 

Vitek  Systems  Slidex  Staph-Kit  (including 
culture)(67077) 

Wellcome  Staphaurex  (including 
culture)(70026) 

Analyte:  (5808)  Streptococcus  Pneumoniae 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Pneumoslide 
(including  culture](07081) 

Becton  Dicl^son  Dir.  Meningitis  Combo 
Kit(bld  cult  supem)(07260) 

Becton  Dickinson  Dir.  Meningitis 
Indiv.Kit(bld  cult  supem)(07261) 

Difco  FA  Pneumococcus  Poly  (dired 
antigen)(13161) 

Gen-Probe  AccuProbe  (induding 
culture)(22040) 

Karobio  Phadebact  Pneumococcus  (induding 
cultUTe)(34007) 

Wampole  Bactigen  Meningitis  Panel  (bid 
culture  supernatant)(70080) 

Analyte:  (5810)  Streptococcus,  Group  A 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  TestPack  Plus  Strep  A  (including 
*  culture)(04483) 

Abbott  TestPack  Strep  A  (including 
qultme)(04077) 

Adams  Scientific  SeroStat  Streptococcus 
(including  culture)(04092) 

Antibodies  Inc.  Detect-A-Strep  (including 
culture)(04222) 

Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Strep  Grouping 
(including  culture)(07083) 

Bedon  Dicldnson  Culturette  GrpA  Strep 
(including  culture)(07257) 

Diagnostic  Products  PathoDx  LA  Strep  Grp 
(inc.  culture)(13025) 

Difco  Bado  Strep  Grouping  Kit  (including 
culture](13119) 

Difco  FA  Streptococcus  Groups  (including 
culture)(13157) 

Gen-Probe  AccuProbe  (including 
culture)(22040) 

Incstar  Group  A  Streptococcus  Fluoro- 
Kit(including  culture)(28043) 

Karobio  Phadebact  Streptococcus  (including 
culture)(34008) 

Kodak  SureCell  (induding  culhue)(34039) 
Leeco  Diagnostics  Preview  Strep  A 
(including  culture)(37016) 

Medical  Technology  Corp.  OPTITEC  Strep 
A(including  culture)(40046) 

Medix  Biotech  Sure-Strep  A  (induding 
cultiue)(40055) 


Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-Strep 
(including  culture)(40069) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-Strep  Group  A 
(incl.  cultm'e)(40108) 

NCS  StrepSlide  (induding  culture)(43042) 
Unipath  Oxoid  Streptococcal  Grouping 
Kit(including  culture)(64012) 

V-Tech  V-Trend  Strep  A  (induding 
culture)(67009) 

Vitek  Systems  Slidex  Strepto  A  (including 
culture)(67052) 

Vitek  Systems  Slidex  Strepto-Kit  (including 
culture)(67053) 

Wellcome  Reveal  Colour  Strep  A  (including 
culture)(70023) 

Wellcome  Streptex  (including 
culture)(70027) 

Analyte:  (5811)  Streptococcus,  Group  B 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Adams  Scientific  SeroStat  Streptococcus 
(including  culture)(04092) 

Becton  Dicl^son  BBL  Strep  Grouping 
(including  culture)(07083) 

Becton  Dickinson  Dir.  Meningitis  Combo 
Kit(bld  cult  supem)(07260) 

Becton  Dickinson  Dir.  Meningitis 
Indiv.Kit(bld  cult  supero)(07261) 
Diagnostic  Products  PathoDx  LA  Strep  Grp 
(inc.  culture](13025) 

Difixi  Bado  Strep  Grouping  Kit  (including 
culture)(13119) 

Difco  FA  Streptococcus  Groups  (including 
culture)(13157) 

Gen-Probe  AccuProbe  (including 
culture)(22040) 

Hybritech  Icon  Strep  B  (including 
cultiue)(25051) 

Karobio  Phadebad  Streptococcus  (iimluding 
culture)(34008) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-Strep 
(including  culture)(40069) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-Strep  Group  B 
(incl.  culture)(40107) 

NCS  StrepSlide  (including  culture)(43042) 
Unipath  Oxoid  Streptococcal  Grouping 
Kit(including  culture)(64012) 

Vitek  Systems  Slidex  Strepto  B  (including 
culture)(67051) 

Vitek  Systems  Slidex  Strepto-Kit  (including 
culture)(67053) 

Wampole  Badigen  Group  B  Strep  (blood 
culture  supematant)(70078) 

Wellcome  Streptex  (including 
culture)(70027) 

Wellcome  Wellcogen  Bacterial  Ag  Kit  (bid 
culture  supemate)(70082) 

Analyte;  (5812)  Streptococcus,  Group  C 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Adams  Scientific  SeroStat  Streptococcus 
(including  culture)(04092) 

Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Strep  Grouping 
(including  culture){07083) 

Diagnostic  Produds  PathoDx  LA  Strep  Grp 
(inc.  culture)(13025) 

Difco  Bado  Strep  Grouping  Kit  (including 
culture)(13119) 

Difco  FA  Streptococcus  Groups  (including 
culture)(13157) 

Karobio  Phadebact  Streptococcus  (including 
culture)(34008) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-Strep 
(including  culture)(40069) 

NCS  StrepSlide  (including  cultureK43042) 
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Unipath  Oxoid  Streptococcal  Grouping 
Kit(including  culture)(64012) 

Vitek  Systems  Slidex  Strepto>Kit  (including 
culture)(67053) 

Wellcome  Streptex  (including 
culture)(70027) 

Analyte:  (5813)  Streptococcns,  Group  D 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Bio-Medical  ANI  Strep  Test  (including 
culture)(07134) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  PathoDx  Strep  D 
(inc.  culture)(13040) 

Difco  Bacto  Strep  Grouping  Kit  (including 
culture)(13119) 

Difco  FA  Streptococcus  Groups  (including 
culture)(13157) 

Karobio  Phadebact  Streptococcus  (including 
culture)(34008) 

NCS  StrepSlide  (including  culture)(43042) 
Unipath  Oxoid  Streptococci  Grouping  Kit 
(including  ciiiture)(64012) 

Vitek  Systems  Slidex  Strepto-Kit  (including 
culture)(67053) 

Wellcome  Streptex  (including 
culture)(70027) 

Analyte:  (5814)  Streptococcna,  Group  F 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Adams  Scientific  SeroStat  Streptococcus 
(including  culture)(04092) 

Becton  Dicl^son  BBL  Strep  Grouping 
(including  culture)(07083) 

Diagnostic  Products  PathoDx  LA  Strep  Grp 
(inc.  culhue)(13025) 

Difco  Bacto  Strep  Grouping  Kit  (including 
culture)(13119) 

Difco  FA  Streptococcus  Groups  (including 
culture)(13157) 

Karobio  Phadebact  Streptococcus  (including 
culture)(34008) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-Strep 
(including  culture)(40069) 

NCS  StrepSlide  (including  culhire)(43042) 
Unipath  Oxoid  Streptococ^  Grouping  Kit 
(including  culture)(64012) 

Vitek  Systems  Slidex  Strepto-Kit  (including 
culture)(67053) 

Wellcome  Streptex  (including 
culture)(70027) 

Analyte:  (5815)  Streptococcus,  Group  G 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Adams  Scientific  SeroStat  Streptococcus 
(including  culture)(04092) 

Becton  Dicl^son  BBL  Strep  Grouping 
(including  culture)(07083) 

Diagnostic  Products  PathoDx  LA  Strep  Grp 
(inc.  culture)(13025) 

Difco  Bacto  Strep  Grouping  Kit  (including 
culbire)(13119) 

Difco  FA  Streptococcus  Groups  (including 
culture)(13157) 

Karobio  Phadebact  Streptococcus  (including 
cuiture)(34008) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Meritec-Strep 
(including  culture)(40069) 

NCS  StrepSlide  (including  culhire)(43042) 
Unipath  Oxoid  Streptococ^  Grouping  Kit 
(including  culture)(64012) 

Vitek  Systems  Slidex  Strepto-Kit  (including 
culture)(67053) 

Wellcome  Streptex  (including 
culture)(70027) 

Analyte:  (7605)  Yersinia  Enterocolitica 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Bio-Medical  ANI  Yersinia  Test  (including 
culture)(07204) 

SPECIALITY/SUBSPECIALITY:  General 
Chemistry 

Anal3rte:  (0104)  1,25-DihydroxyTitamin  D 
(1,25-(0H)20) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Nichols  Institute  1,25-Dihydroxyvitamm  D 
Assay  Kit(43053) 

Analyte:  (0106)  17  Ketosteroid 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(580Sl) 

Analyte:  (0102)  17  OH  Progesterone 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Systems  17alpha-OH  Progesterone 
RIA  Kit(13185) 

Analyte:  (0103)  17  OH  Progesterone, 
Neonatal 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Analyte:  (0105)  5’Nucleotida8e 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  10(K04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 
Electronucleonics  FLEX1GEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  m 
Plus(28184) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(580Sl) 

Analyte:  (0407)  Acid  Phosphatase 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEX1GEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Muitistat 
111(28183) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzei(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
TRACE  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 

Analyte:  (0472)  Adenosine  Monophosphate, 
Cyclic  (cAMP) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Du  Pont  RIANEN  RIA  Kit(13091) 

Analyte:  (0458)  Adrenocorticotropic 
Hormone  (ACTH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Systems  ACTH  RIA  Kit(13189] 
Incstar  ACTH(28202) 

Incstar  PEG-ACTH(28203) 


Nichols  Institute  Allegro  (RIAX43008) 
Nichols  Institute  RIA  Kit(43044) 

Analyte:  (0404)  Alanine  AminotransfiBrase 
(ALT)(SGPT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination: 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichronutic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 
American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure(07378) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
emetic  Systems  Alanine  Aminotransferase 
(ALT/GPT)(22145) 

Instrumentation  Labmtory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
P1u8(28184) 

Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
Kit(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Randox  Laboratories  Test  Kit(55106) 
Reagents  Applkations  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Seradyn  Manual  (spectrophoto/colorimetric) 
Determination(58042) 

Seragen  StatEase(58185) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 
SmithKline  ESKALAB-GCS(58195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2(XX)(58229) 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 

TRACE  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 

Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Wako  Autokit(70102) 

Analyte:  (0414)  Albumin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 
American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  OPT1MATE(04275) 

Beckman  Auto  IC^07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

DMA  Test  Kit(12216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 

Helena  Laboratories  Low  Level  Quiplate 
System  for  RID(25055)  Instrumentation 
Laboratory  Multistat  111(28183). 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Kallestad  Endoplate  RID(34001) 

Kallestad  Quantiplate  RID(34003) 
Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  Test  Kit(40123) 
Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  IGt(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 
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Sigma  DiagDOStics  Test  ICit(58051) 
SmithlOiiie  BSKALABXX:S(58igs) 

Stanbio  Preiniere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  iat(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
TRACE  Scientific  Test  IUt(61044) 

Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Albumin  NL 
RID(61077) 

Wako  Autokit(70102) 

Analyte:  (0471)  Albumin,  Glycated 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Isolab  Glyc-Affin  GA(28188) 

Analyte:  (0415)  Aldolase 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Behring  Stat-Pack  Aldolase  Test(07226) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Analyte:  (0459)  Aldosteroiw 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Analyte:  (0416)  Alkaline  Phosphatase  (ALP) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichronratic  ABA  50(04267) 
American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure(07378) 

DMA  Test  iat(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
ni(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
lUt(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
ADalyzei(49064) 

Randox  Laboratories  Test  Kit(55106) 
Reagents  Applicatioiu  RAICHEM  Test 
iat(55075) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 
SmithKline  ESKALAB-OCS(58195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  lUt(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  iCit(58230) 

TRACS  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 
Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Wako  Autokit(70102) 

Analyte:  (0469)  Alkaline  Phoqrhatase 
Isoeiuynies 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  ISOPAL  Isoenzyme 
Electrophoresis  Kit(07367) 


Helena  Laboratories  Aik.  Phosphatase 
Isoenzyme  Procedure(25082) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  C^l  Alkaline 
Phosphatase  (HR)(25089) 

Isolab  Resolve-ALP(28156) 

Analyte:  (0484)  Alpha-Fetoprotein — 
Amniotic  Fluid 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  AFP  (E1A)(04023) 

Abbott  CX)MMANDER  System(04334) 

Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Amersham  Amerlex(04146) 

Qinical  Assays  GammaDaMl0061) 

Hybritech  Tandem-E(2S022) 

Kallestad  AFP/Ob  Radioimmunoassay(34045) 

Analyte:  (0423)  Alpha-Fetoprotein — 
Maternal  Serum 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  AFP  (EIA)(04023) 

Abbott  COMMANDER  System(04334) 

Abbott  IMX(04056) 

Amersham  Amerlex(04146) 

Qinical  Assays  GammaDaMl0061) 

Hybritech  Tandem-E(25022) 

Kallestad  AFP/Ob  Radioimmunoassay(34045) 

Anal3rte:  (0419)  Alpha-Hydroxybutyrate 
Dehydrogenase  (HBDH) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
ProcedurB(07378) 

Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Medici  Analysis  Systems  Test  Kit(40123) 
Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 

Analyte:  (0427)  Ammonia,  Plasma/Serum 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 
Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
.  Plus(28184) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Wako  Ammonia  Test  Kit(70100) 

Analyte:  (0429)  Amylase 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure(07378) 

Behring  Pantrak  Amylase  Test(07228) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 


Instrumentation  Labcwatory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
Kit(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  ICit(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  160  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 
SmithKline  ESKALAB-GCS(58195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  A^lyzer  2000(58229) 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 

TRACE  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 

Analyte:  (0466)  Androstanediol  Glucuronlde 
(3  alpha-^ol  G) 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Diagnostic  Systems  Androstanediol 
Glucuronlde  RIA  Kit(13186) 

Analyte:  (0460)  Androstenedione 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Clinical  Assays  GammaCoat(10060) 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Crat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Active  Androsteindione 
RIA  Kit(13204) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Androsteindione  RIA 
Kit(13193) 

Analyte:  (0481)  Angiotensin  Converting 
Enzyme  (ACE) 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Analyte:  (0479)  Angiotensin  I 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Du  Pont  RIANEN  RIA  Kit(13091) 

Anal3de:  (0462)  Apolipoprotein  A1 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Isolab  Immunoturbidimetric  Assay(28191) 
Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
Kit(40124) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  SPIA  Test 
Kit(55074) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(56051) 

Analyte:  (0457)  Apolipoprotein  B 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 
Behring  M-partigen  Kit(07118) 
Electronucleonics  FLE}CGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Isolab  Immunoturbidimetric  Assay(28191) 
Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
Kit(40124) 
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Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  SPIA  Test 
Kit(55074] 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Analjrte:  (0405)  Aspartate  Aminotransfisrase 
(AST)  (SCOT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 

American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure(07378) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  in 
P1u8(28184) 

Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
Kit(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Randox  Latoratories  Test  Kit(55106) 
Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Seradyn  Manual  (spectrophoto/colorimetric) 
Determination! 5804 2) 

Seragen  StatEase(58185) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 
SmithKline  ES1CALAB-0CS(5819S) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  ICit(58230) 

TRACE  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 

Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMAQOIOIO) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Wako  Autokit(70102) 

Analyte:  (0723)  Beta-Glucuronidase 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Analyte:  (0722)  Beta-Hydroxybutyrate 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 
Electronucleonics  FLEX1GEM(16010) 

GDS  Diagnostics  Enzymatic  Test  Kit(22140) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Analyte:  (0704)  Bilirubin,  Direct 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 
American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

DMA  Test  iat(13216) 

Diagnostic  Ghemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 


Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  Test  Kit(40123) 
Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  lGt(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Qiemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Seragen  StatEase(58185) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(580Sl) 

SmithKline  ESKALAB-OCS(58195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 

TRACE  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 

Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMAQ61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Analyte:  (0705)  Bilirubin,  Neonatal 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Seradyn  Quick-Chem  11(58187) 

Analyte:  (0706)  Bilirubin,  Total 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 

American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Amos  OPTIMATE(04275) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  m 
PIus(28184) 

Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
Kit(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Qremistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Seradyn  Manual  (spectrophoto/colorimetric) 
Determination(58042) 

Seradyn  Quick-Chem  11(58187) 

Seragen  Quick-Chem(58186) 

Seragen  StatEase(58185) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 
SmithKline  ESKALAB-CCS(58195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 

TRACE  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 

Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Analyte:  (0708)  Blood  Gases  with  pH 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ciba  Coming  158(10031) 

Gba  Coming  168(10032) 

Anal3rte:  (0709)  Blood  Lead 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Anodic  Stripping  Voltametry 
Procedures(04102) 

All  Atomic  Absorption  Test  System8(04104) 


esa  Model  3010A  Trace  Metals 
Analyzei(16020) 

esa  Model  3010B  Lead  Analyzer(16021) 
Analyte:  (1040)  C-Peptide 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Systems  GPeptide  RIA  Kit(13187) 
Incstar  GPeptide(28204) 

Analyte:  (1051)  Cl-Esterase  Inhibitor 
(ClINH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Nyegaard  Nycotost  Cl-Esterase 
Inhibitor(43054) 

Analyte:  (1041)  Calcitonin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Solid 
Phase(13112) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Calcitonin  RIA 
Kit(13184) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Ultra-Sensitive 
Calcitonin  RIA  Kit(13199) 

Incstar  Calcitonin  11(28211) 

Nichols  Institute  RIA  Kit(43044) 

Analyte:  (1005)  Cakdom,  Total 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 

American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  504(28157) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  508(28158) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
Kit(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Seradyn  Manual  (spectrophoto/colorimetric) 
Determination(58042) 

Seradyn  Quick-Chem  11(58187) 

Seragen  Quick-Chem{S8196) 

Sherwood  Medical  Rapid  Stat  Diagnostic 
Kit(58165) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 
SmithKline  ESKALAB-OCS(58195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
TRACE  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 

Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMAG61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Wako  Calcium  C  Test  Kit(^108) 

Analyte:  (1003)  Caibon  Dioxida,  Total  (G02J 
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Test  System.  Assay,  Exaaiination 
Abbott  Bichromattc  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bicbromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bicbromatic  ABA  50(04267) 

Amea  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Bedanan  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure(0737B) 

EMs«A  Test  iat(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXICTM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  508(28158) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Lalxwatoiy  Multistat  HI 
Plus(28184) 

Medicd  Analysis  Systems  Test  Kit(40123) 
Points  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyset(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
IUt(5507S) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Stanbio  Test  iat(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  A^yzer  2000(58229) 
Synenned  Test  Kit(58260) 

TRACE  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 

Technicon  SMA  6/60(61015) 

Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Analyte:  (1056)  Catecholamines,  Plasma 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Bio-Rad  HPLC(0727g) 

Bioanalytical  Systems  BAS  200A(07300) 
Bioanalytical  Systems  BAS  480(07301) 
Bioanalytical  Systems  BAS  481(07302) 
Bioaiuilytical  Systems  BAS  482(07307) 

Analyte:  (1055)  Catecholamines,  Urine 
Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Bio-Rad  HPLC(07279) 

Analyte:  (1014)  Cerebroqtinal  Fluid  Protein 
(CSF) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Bio-Rad  Test  Kit(07278) 

DMA  Test  iat(13216) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Analyte:  (1018)  Chloride 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Bicbromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bicbromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bicbromatic  ABA  50(04267) 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Buchler  Digital  Chloridometer(07312) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  PLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  508(28158) 
hutrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instriunentation  Laboratory  Multistat  ID 
Plus(28184) 

King  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(34051) 
Malliiudu^t  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
Kit(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(4011B) 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzet(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 


SmithKline  ESKALAB-OCS(58195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  IUt(581S7) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Aiialyzer  2000(58229) 
TRACE  Scientific  Test  iat(61044) 

Technicon  SMA  6/60(61015) 

Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Analyte:  (1010)  Chloride,  Sweat  (Cystic 
Filmwis  Sweat  Test) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Advanced  Instruments  Cystic  Fibrosis 
Analyzer(04096) 

Orion  Model  417  Skin  (Chloride 
System(46121) 

Scandipharm  CF  Indicator  (9800)(58240) 
Wescor  3100  Sweat,  Chek  Sweat 
Conductivity  Andyzer(70104) 

Anal]rte:  (1020)  Cholesterol 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bicbromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bicbromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bicbromatic  ABA  50(04267) 
American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Amos  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure(07378) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
Kit(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
iat(55075) 

Seradyn  Manual  (spectrophoto/colorimetric) 
Determination(58042) 

Seradyn  Quick-C^em  11(58187) 

Seragen  Quick-Chem(58186) 

Seragen  StatEase(58185) 

Sherwood  Medi(^  Auto/Stat  Kit(58164) 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 
SmithKline  ESKALAB-OCS(58195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
TRACE  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 

Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMAQOIOIO) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Wako  Autokit  Cholesterol  COD-MEHA 
Method(70113) 

Wako  Cholesterol  QI  Assay  Kit(70106) 
Anal]rte:  (1021)  Cholinesterase 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FL£X1GEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  HI 
Plus(28184) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 


Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) . 

Analyte:  (1053)  Choljrglycine  (Bile  Adds) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bicbromatic  ABA  100(04035)  ' 
Immunotech  ENDAB  ELA  Kit(28172) 
Instrumentation  Labwatory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  ni 
Plus(28184) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Analyte:  (1032)  Cmtisol 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Amersham  Amerlex(04146) 

Amersham  Amerlite(04148) 

Becton  Dickinson  Corti-Cote(07087) 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Rad  Quantimime(07141) 

Biomerica  ElA  Test  IGt(07275) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  (MGC)(10051) 

Qinical  Assays  GammaCoat(10060) 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Crat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Diagnostic  Systems  Active  Cortisol  ELA 
Kit(13175) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Active  Cortisol  RIA 
Kit(13176) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Cortisol  RIA  Kit(13183) 
Immunotech  ENDAB  EIA  Kit(28172) 
Kallestad  Quanticoat(34031) 

Micromedic  Systems  CONCEPT  4(40085) 
Micromedic  Systems  Concept  4  Plus(40111) 
Organon  NML  IRMA  Test  Kit(46007) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  Quanticoat(58010) 

Serono  Baker  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(58251) 

Analyte:  (1033)  CortisoL  Urine 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Systems  Active  Cortisol  EIA 
Kit(13175) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Active  Cortisol  RIA 
Kit(13176) 

Anal]rte:  (1034)  Creatine  Kinase  (CK) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bicbromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 
American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure(07378) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
Kit(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 
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Seradyn  CK-UV  Detennination(S8161) 

Seragen  StatEa8e(58185) 

Signu  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 

TRACE  ScienUfic  Test  iat(61044) 

Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Wako  Autokit(70102) 

Analyte:  (1047)  Creatine  Kinase  BB  Fraction 
(CKBB) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Biomerica  RIA  Test  Kit(07256) 

Diagnostic  Systems  CK-B  Protein  RIA 
iat(13182) 

International  Immimoassay  Labs  ABURIA-CK 
RIA  Kit(28164) 

Analyte:  (1052)  Creatine  Kinase  Isoenz3mies 
(CK  Isoenzymes) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  CK  Isoenzyme 
Electrophoresis  Kit(07363) 

Helena  Laboratories  CK  Isoforms 
Procedure(25088) 

Helena  Laboratories  CPK  Isoenzyme 
Electrophoresis(25084) 

Helena  Laboratories  CPK-US  Isoenzyme 
Electrophoresis(25070) 

Helena  Laboratories  REP  CK  Isoenzyme 
Procedure(25101) 

Helena  Laboratories  REP  CK  Stat  Isoenzyme 
Procedure(25102) 

Helena  Laboratories  REP  CK/LD  Isoenzyme 
Combo  Method(25100) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  Gel  CK  Isoenzyme 
Procedure(25093) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  Gel  Iso-Dot  CK 
(Black)(25090) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  Gel-PC  CK 
Isoenzyme  Procediire(25094) 

Analyte:  (1002)  Creatine  Kinase  MB  Fraction 
(CKMB) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  Lite(10055) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Systems  CK-B  Protein  RIA 
Kit(13182) 

Hybritech  Photon  ERA  Automated 
Immunoassay  Analyzer(25052) 

Hybritech  Photon  Immunoassay 
Analyzer(25053) 

Hybrit^  Tandem-E(25022) 

Instnunentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

International  Inununoassay  Labs  ABURIA-CK 
RIA  Kit(28164) 

International  Immunoassay  Labs  CARDIA- 
CK(28171) 

International  Immunoassay  Labs  EMBRIA-CK 
IRMA  Kit(28165) 

International  Immunoassay  Labs  IMACK-MB 
Test  Kit(28168) 

Interoatioiuil  Inununoassay  Labs  IMpres- 
MB(28162) 


International  Immunoassay  Labs  IMpres-MB- 
X(28163) 

Intematioiial  Inununoassay  Labs  MicroMI- 
MB  Test  Kit(2816g) 

International  Inununoassay  Labs  QuiCK-MB 
IRMA  Kit(28167) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Seradyn  CK-MB  Immuno  UV 
Detennination(58160) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Analyte:  (1054)  Creatine  Kinaae  MM 
Fraction  (CKKAf) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Paragon  CK-MM  Isoforms 
Electrophoresis  Kit(07364) 

International  Immunoassay  Labs  CheCK- 
MM(28170) 

International  Inunrmoassay  Labs  ISOFOR- 
MM(28161) 

Analyte:  (1035)  Creatinine 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 
American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  OPT1MATE(04275) 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Biodynamics 
Unimeter  250(07254) 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Biodynamics 
Unimeter  300(07252) 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Biodynamics 
Unimeter  330K(07253) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  504(28157) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  508(28158) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  m 
Plus(28184) 

Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
Kit(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Pointe  ScientiBc  180  Qiemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Seragen  StatEase(58185) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 
SmithKline  ESKALAB-OCS(58195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 

TRACE  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 
Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMA  6/60(61015) 

Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Analyte:  (1043)  Cyclic  AMP 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination  ' 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Liquid 
Phase(13110) 

Incstar  cAMP(28210) 

Analyte:  (1309)  Dehydroepiandroeterona 
(DHEA) 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Analyte:  (1310)  Dehydroepiandroeterone 
Sulfate  (DHEA-S04) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Biomerica  RIA  Test  Kit(07256) 

Diagnostic  Products  Coip.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Active  DHEA-Sulfate  EIA 
Kit(13177) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Active  DHEA-Sulfate  RIA 
Kit(13202) 

Diagnostic  Systems  DHEA-Sulfote  RIA 
Kit(13191) 

Anal]rte:  (1611)  Erythropoietin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Systems  Erythropoietin  (EPO)  RIA 
Kit(13190) 

Incstar  EPO-Trac(28201) 

R  &  D  Systems  Clinigen  Erythopoietin 
EIA(55111) 

Ramco  EPORIA  Test  Kit(5508g) 

Analyte:  (1605)  Estradiol 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amersham  Amerlite(04148) 

Bio-Rad  Quantim\m^07141) 

Biomerica  RIA  Test  IGt(07256) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Diagnostic  Systems  Estradiol  RIA  Kit(13192) 
Leeco  Diagnostics  RLA  Test  Kit(37029) 

Serono  Baker  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(58251) 

Analyte:  (1606)  Estriol — ^Total 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amersham  Amerlex(04146) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Rad  Quantimune  11(07142) 

Qinical  Assays  GainmaDab(10061) 

Diagnostic  Prtxlucts  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Total  Estriol  RIA 
Kit(13195) 

Analyte:  (1607)  Estriol— Unconjugated 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amersham  Amerlex(04146) 

Biomerica  RIA  Test  Kit(07256) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Ultra-Sens.  Unconjugated 
Estriol  RIA  Kit(13198) 

Immunotech  ENDAB  EIA  Kit(28172) 
Immunotech  Microzyme  EIA 
(spectrophotometric)(28175) 

Micromedic  Systems  CONCEIT'  4(40085) 
Micromedic  Systems  Concept  4  Plus(40111) 

Analyte:  (1919)  Fatty  Adds,  Non-Esterified 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
Wako  NEFA  C  Test  Kit(70117) 

Analyte:  (1902)  Ferritin 
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Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Amersham  Amerlex(04146) 

Amersham  AiDerlite(04148) 

Becton  Dickinson  MAb  Solid  Phase 
Component  System(07247) 

Becton  Dickinson  Monoclonal  Solid  Phase 
Coated  Tube{07102) 

Bio-Rad  Quantimune(07141) 

Qba  Coming  Magic  (MGCHlOOSl) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  Lite(10055) 

Clinical  Assays  GanunaCoat(10060) 

Clinical  Assays  GammaDab(10061) 
Diagnostic  Pr^ucts  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A-Count 
1RMA(13109) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Diagnostic  Systems  Active  Ferritin  lEMA 
ICit(13179) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Active  Ferritin  IRMA 
Kit(13180) 

Du  Pont  RIANEN  RIA  Kit(13091) 

Hybritech  Photon  ERA  Automated 
Immunoassay  Analyzar(25052) 

Hybritech  Photon  Immunoassay 
Analyzer(25053) 

Hybritech  Tandem-E(25022) 

Hybritech  Tandem-R(25023) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  RIA  Test  Kit(37029) 
Medix  Biotech  EIA  Test  Kit(40117) 

Nichols  Institute  Allegro  (RIAX43008) 
Ramco  FER-IRON II  Microtiter  Assay 
Kit(55087) 

Ramco  RIA  Test  KitfSSOlO) 

Ramco  Spectro  Ferritin(55088) 

Serono  fiiaker  Serozym^58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme( 58251) 

Analyte:  (1922)  Foam  Stability  Index 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Beckman  Lumadex — FSI(07379) 

Analyte:  (1907)  Folate  (Folic  Acid) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  SlmuITRAC(07106) 
Becton  Dickinson  SimuITRAC  S(07107) 
Becton  Dickinson  SimuITRAC  SNB(07108) 
Bio-Rad  Quantaphase(07354) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  (MGC)(10051) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  Boil( 10054) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  Lite(10055) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic/NB  (no  boil)(10057) 
Clinical  Assays  NO-Boii(10062) 

Qinical  Assays  Solid  Pha8e(10063) 
Diagnostic  Pr^ucts  Corp.  Charcoal 
Boil(13028) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Dualcoimt 
Charcoal(13032) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Dualcount  No 
BoiUl3033) 

Diagnostic  Piquets  Corp.  Dualcount  Solid 
Phase  Boil(13034) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Solid  Phase/N 
Boil(13041) 

Micromedic  Combostat  11(40083) 

Analyte:  (1908)  FoUkle  Stimulating 
Hormone  (FSH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amersham  Amerlile(04148) 

Becton  Dickinson  SlmuITRAC(07106) 
Qinical  Assays  CammaDab(10061) 


Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A-Count 
IRMA(13109) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Hybritech  Photon  ERA  Automated 
Immunoassay  Analyzer(25052) 

Hybritech  Photon  Immunoassay 
Analyzer(25053) 

Hybritech  Tandem-E(25022) 

ICN IMMUNOCHEM  FSH-MW  Eli8a(28213) 
Immunotech  EZ-TUBE  EIA  Kit(28174) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  RIA  Test  Kit(37029) 

Medix  Biotech  EIA  Test  Kit(40117) 

Nichols  Institute  Allegro  (R1AX43008) 
Organon  NML  IRMA  Test  Kit(46007) 

Serono  Baker  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(53251) 

Anal]rte:  (1914)  Fructosamine 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Isolab  Glyco-PROBE  GSP(28181) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
IGt(55075) 

Analyte:  (2215)  Galactose-l-Phoaphate 
Uridyl  TransfersM 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  iGt(58051) 

Analyte:  (2201)  Gamma  Glutamyl 
Transferase  (GGT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 
American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  OPT1MATE(04275) 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure(07378) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  lCit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEX1GEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  IK 
Plus(28184) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
Kit(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  lGt(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  1 80  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Randox  Laboratories  Test  Kit(55106) 
Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Klt(58051) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(S8157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 

TRACE  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 

Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Wako  Autokit(70102) 

Analyte:  (2205)  Gastrin 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

Qinical  Assays  GammaDab(10061) 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Analyte:  (2206)  Glucagon 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Analyte:  (2203)  Glucoae 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 
American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure(07378) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  (Hhemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEX1GEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  504(28157) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  508(28158) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

King  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(340Sl) 
Mallincl^odt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
Kit(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Pointe  Scientihe  180  Qxemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Sclavo  Fast  Glucose(58170) 

Sclavo  Manual  Glucose  Test  Kit(58033) 
Seradyn  Manual  (spectrophoto/colorimetric) 
Determination! 58042) 

Seradyn  Quick-Chem  11(58187) 

Seragen  Quick-Chem(58186) 

Seragen  StatEase(S81B5) 

Sherwood  Medical  Auto/Stat  Kit(58164) 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 
SmithKline  ESKALAB-CCS(58195) 

Stanbio  Manual  Glucose  Test  Kit(58066) 
Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
TRACE  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 

Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMA  6/60(61015) 

Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Wako  Glucose  C  Test  Kit(70111) 

Analyte:  (2208)  Glucose-6-Phoephete 
Dehydrogenase  (G-6-PDH)  • 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 
Behring  Stat-Pack  G-6-PDH  Test(07225) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(580Sl) 

Analyte:  (2210)  Gluco8e-6-Pho8phate 
Dehydrogenase  Fractions 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Helena  Laboratories  (J-6-PD 
Electrophoresis(25072) 

Anal3rte:  (2213)  Glutathione  Reductase 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Analyte:  (2204)  Glycosylated  Hemoglobin 
(HgbAlC) 
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System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  Diatrac  HbAlC 
Glycohemoglobin  Electro.  Kit(07371) 
Binax  Equate  Glycohemoglobin(07124) 
Bio-Rad  Coliunn  Te8t(07277) 

Chembio  Glyco-Sep/Alc  )r(10172) 

Chembio  Glyco-Stat/Al/6(10171) 

Helena  Laboratories  GLYCO-Hb  Quik 
Column  Cbromatograpby(25080) 

Helena  Laboratories  GLYCO-Tek  Affinity 
Column  Metbod(25079) 

Helena  Laboratories  Heme  Spec  Plus(2S116) 
Helena  Laboratories  REP  Glyco(25077) 
Helena  Laboratories  Titan  Gel-rc  GLYCO- 
Heme  System(25078) 

Isolab  Glyc-Affin  GHb(28119) 

Isolab  Quik-Sep  Fast  Hemoglobin  Test 
System(28179) 

Meditecb  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Points  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Sigma  Diaanostics  Glycated  Hemoglobin 
lUt(58224) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Glycohemoglobin 
lGt(58223) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  iat(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 

Analyte:  (2501)  HCG,  Serum,  Qualitative 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Hybritecb  Pboton  ERA  Automated 
Immunoassay  Analyzer(25052) 

Hybritecb  Pboton  Immunoassay 
Analyzer(25053) 

Hybritecb  Tandem-E(2S022) 

L^o  Diagnostics  Concept-7-Beta- 
bCG(37026) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  Concept-7-Beta-bCG 
IRMA(37027) 

Nicbols  Institute  Allegro  (R1A)(43008) 
Organon  NML  IRMA  Test  Kit(46007) 

Analyte:  (2502)  HCG,  Serum,  Quantitative 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Beta-HCG  15/15(04034) 

Amersbam  Amerlex-M(04147) 

Amersbam  Amerlite(04148) 

Becton  Dickinson  MAb  Solid  Phase 
Component  System(07247) 

Becton  Dickinson  Solid  Phase  Coated 
Tube{07110) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Rad  CoTube(07138) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  Lite(10055) 

□inical  Assays  GammaDab(10061) 
Diagnostic  Piquets  Gorp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A-Count 
IRMA(13109) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Diamedix  Serum  HOG  Microassay(13226) 
Hybritecb  Photon  ERA  Automated 
Immunoassay  Analyzer(25052) 

Hybritecb  Photon  Immunoassay 
Analyzer(25053) 

Hybritecb  Tandem-E(25022) 

Hybritecb  Tandem-R(25023) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  Concept-7-Beta- 
hCG(37026) 


Leeco  Diagnostics  Concept-7-Beta-hOG 
IRMA(37027) 

Medix  Biotech  ElA  Test  Kit(40117) 

Nichols  Institute  Allegro  (R1A)(43008) 
Organon  NML  IRMA  Test  Kit(46007) 

Serono  Baker  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(58251) 

Serono  HCG  MAIA  Qone(58047) 

Analyte:  (2503)  HCG,  Urine,  Qualitative 
(Non-Waived  Procedures) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  Concept-7-Beta- 
bCG(37026) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  Concept-7-Beta-hOG 
IRMA(37027) 

Organon  NML  IRMA  Test  Kit(46007) 

Serono  Baker  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme( 58251) 

Analyte:  (2550)  HDL  Choleetend 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11  OCX(04070) 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Abbott  Vision,  Non  Whole  Blood  HDL 
Procedure(04451 ) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Exc8l(0413^il 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

''American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  Clinistat(04150) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure(07378) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio-Cbem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Ciba  Coming  570  Allianc^lOOSO) 

Qba  Coming  580  AIliance(10040) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  lCit(13210) 
Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  111(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 


Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  PLUS  (manual 
pretreatment)(16023) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EASY  ST  (manual 
pretreatment)(16024) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  PLEX1GEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
ni(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  IB 
Plus(28184) 

Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  Test  Kit(40123) 
Meditecb  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Olympus  Demand(46002) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Reference  Diagnostics  Magnetic  HDL 
Chole8terol(55095) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  S(55045) 

Roche  Cobas  Ready(55046) 

Seradyn  HDL  Cholesterol 
Determination! 58163) 

Seradyn  Manual  (spectrophoto/colorimetric) 
Determination(58042) 

Seradyn  C^ick-C^em  11(58187) 

Seragen  Quick-Chem(58186) 

Seragen  StatEa8e(58185) 

Sherwood  Medical  Rapid  Stat  Diagnostic 
Kit(58165) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  ICit(58051) 
SmithKIine  ESKALAB-GCS(58ig5) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
Synermed  Test  Kit(58260) 

TRACE  HDL  Single8(61049) 

Technicon  AXON(61001) 

Technicon  Assist(61002) 

Technicon  Chem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  100(61037) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 
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Wako  HDL  Cholattaiol  Test  IQt(70103) 
Analyte:  (2511)  Haptoglobin 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  SPIA  Test 
Kit(S5074) 

Analyte:  (2545)  Homoranillk  Add  (HVA) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Bio-Rad  HPLC(07279) 

Analyte:  (2547)  Homan  Growth  H(»mone 
(GH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Excunination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Hybritech  Tandem-R(25023) 

Incstar  bGH(28205) 

Kallestad  Quantitope  HGH  RIA  Kit(34040) 
Medix  Biotech  ElA  Test  Kit(40117) 

Nichols  Institute  Allegro  (RIA)(43008) 

Analyte:  (2533)  Human  Placental  Lactogen 
(hPL) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Analyte:  (2812)  Insulin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Qba  Coming  Magic  (MGCHlOOSl) 

Coming  Medical  IMMO  PHASE  RIA(10166) 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Insulin  RIA  lCit(13197) 

Incstar  Insulin(28045)  _ 

Micromedic  Systems  CONCEPT  4(40085) 
Micromedic  Systems  Concept  4  Plus(40111) 
Pharmacia  Insulin  Test(49009) 

Analyte:  (2818)  Insulindike  Growth  Factor* 
1  (IGF-1) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Systems  Active  Insulin-Like 
Growth  Factor-l(13181) 

Incstar  IGF-I  (Somatomedin  Q(28206) 
Nichols  Institute  RIA  Kit(43044) 

Analyte:  (2814)  Iron 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 
American  Monitor  ICDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 
Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  IB 
Plus(28184) 

Kenlor  Industries  Test  lCit(34050) 

Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Seragen  StatEase(58185) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Ai^yzer  2000(58229) 
TRACE  Sdentific  Test  iCit(61044) 
Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicnn  SMAC  2(61045) 


Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Wako  Fe  B  Test  iat(70099) 

Wako  FeC  Test  Kit(70118) 

Analyte:  (2815)  Iron  Binding  Capacity  (post 
aaturation/Beparation) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  Spectrum  EPX(04068) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  11(04069) 

Abbott  Spectrum  Series  n  OCX(04070) 
Abbott  TDX(04071) 

Abbott  TDX  FLx(04072) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  Excel(04139) 
American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
1000(04140) 

American  Monitor  Diagnostics  ISP 
2000(04141) 

American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Baxter  Paramax(07048) 

Baxter  Paramax  720  ZX(07049) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4  CE(07174) 
Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  7(07073) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07186) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC 
6000(07189) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  737(07165) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  747(07166) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  911(07377) 
Ciba  Coming  550  Express(10038) 

Coulter  Dacos(10106) 

Coulter  Optichem  100(10115) 

Coulter  Optichem  120(10079) 

Coulter  Optichem  180(10080) 

DataChem  DC-100(13213) 

Diagnostic  Chemic^s  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Du  Pont  ACA(13082) 

Du  Pont  ACA  11(13172) 

Du  Pont  ACA  m(13173) 

Du  Pont  ACA  IV(13083) 

Du  Pont  ACA  V(13084) 

Du  Pont  Dimension(13086) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  AR(13087) 

Du  Pont  Dimension  ES(13215) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Electronucleonics  Gem-Profil^l6004) 
Electronucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gem8tai(16006) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  11(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Genesis 
21(28160) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
Plus(28083) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  m 
PIus(28184) 

Kenlor  Industries  Test  Kit(34050) 

Kodak  Ektachem  250(34037) 

Kodak  Ektachem  400(34012) 


Kodak  Ektachem  500(34013) 

Kodak  Ektachon  700(34014) 

Kodak  Ektachem  700  XR(3401S) 

Olympus  AU  5000(46001) 

Olympus  AU  5021(46084) 

Olympus  AU  5031(46085) 

Olympus  AU  5061(46086) 

Olympus  AU  5121(46087) 

Olympus  AU  5131(46088) 

Olympus  AU  5211(46106) 

Olympus  AU  5221(46107) 

Olympus  AU  5223(46108) 

Olympus  AU  5231(46109) 

Olympus  AU  800(46110) 

Oljrmpus  Demand!  46002) 

Olympus  Reply! 46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560( 46129) 

Pointe  Scientific  IBO  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Roche  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  11(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira  Plus(55096) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Technicon  Qiem  1(61003) 

Technicon  DAX  24(61004) 

Technicon  DAX  48(61005) 

Technicon  DAX  72(61006) 

Technicon  DAX  96(61007) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Wako  Fe  B  Test  Kit(70099) 

Analyte;  (2823)  Iron  Binding  Capadty, 
Unsat.  (UIBC)  no  pretreat 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Wako  UIBC  Test  Kit(70119) 

Analyte:  (2820)  Isocitric  Dehydrogenase 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Analyte:  (3701)  Lactate  Dehydrogmase 
(LDH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 
American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure(07378) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEX1GEM(16010) 
Mallinckrodt  Serometw  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
Kit(40124) 

Medical  Analysis  S)rstems  Test  Kit(40123) 
Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  IGt(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAIC^m  1  est 
Kit(55075) 

Seradyn  LDH-UV  Determinalion(58l62) 
Seragen  StatEase(58185) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 
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SmithKline  ESlCALAB-GCS(58ig5) 

Stanbio  Pramiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
TRACE  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 

Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Wako  Autokit(70102) 

Wako  Lactate  Dehyd^enase  CD  Test 
iat(70114) 

Analyte:  (3702)  Lactate  Ddiydrogenaae 
Heart  Fraction  (LDH-1) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Seradyn  LD-1  Separation  Set(58158) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Analyte:  (3721)  Lactate  Ddiydrogenaea 
Isoenzjrmes 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  LD  Isoenzyme 
Electrophoresis  Kit(07365) 

Helena  Laboratories  LDH  Isoenzyme 
Electropboresis(25083) 

Helena  Laboratories  REP  CK/LD  Isoenzyme 
Combo  Method(25100) 

Helena  Laboratories  REP  LD  Isoenzyme 
Procedure(25085) 

Helena  Laboratories  REP  LD  Stat  Isoenzyme 
Procedure(25086) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  Gel  Iso-Dot  LD 
Flur  (Black)(25092) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  Gel  Iso-Dot  LD 
Flur  (aear)(25091) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  Gel  LD  Isoenzyme 
Procedure(25095) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  Gel-PC  LD 
Isoenzyme  Procedure(25108) 

Analyte:  (3703)  Lactate  Ddtydrogoiase  Liver 
Fraction  (LLO^ 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Analyte:  (3704)  Lactic  Acid  (Lactate) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Behring  Stat-Pack  Lactate  Test(07227) 
Electronucleonics  FLEX1GEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Anal]rte:  (3722)  Lecithin/Sphingomyelin  (L/S) 
Ratio 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Helena  Laboratories  Fetal-Tek  200  Method  U 
S  Ratio(25110) 

Helena  Laboratories  L/S  Ratio(25109) 

Analyte:  (3709)  Leucine  Aminopeptidase 
(LAP) 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  iCit(58051) 

Analyte:  (3711)  L4iaae 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 
Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Ki^l3210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  in 
Plus(28184) 

Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systenu  Test  ICit(40123) 
Points  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(56051) 
SmithKline  ESKALAB-GCS(58195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Arudyzer  2000(58229) 
Wako  Autokit(70102) 

Anal]rte:  (3720)  Lipoprotein  Fractkme 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  Lipoprotein 
Electrophoresis  Kit(07366) 

Helena  Laboratories  HDL  Cholesterol 
Electrophoresis(25071) 

Helena  Laboratories  Lipoprotein 
Electrophoresis  Pro(^ure(25098) 

Helena  Laboratories  REP  HDL 
Electrophoresis(25087) 

Helena  Laboratories  REP  Lipo 
Electrophoresis  Procedur^25105) 

Heletu  Laboratories  REP  Ultm  HDU  VLDU 
LDL  (Wholes.  System(25104) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  Gel  HDL 
Electrophoresis  System(25096) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  Gel  Lipoprotein 
Electropho.  Sys.(25106) 

Isolab  LDL — Dinct(28178) 

Isolab  LDL— Direct  Plus(28177) 

Analyte:  (3712)  Lithium 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Flame  Photometer(07062) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  AA 
Spectro(28062) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Flame 
Photometer/Elect(26081) 

Perkin  Elmer  Atomic  Absorption 
Spectrophotometer(49006) 

Radiometer  Flame  Photometer(55007) 

Analyte:  (3713)  Luteinizing  Hormone  (LH) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amersham  Amerlite(04148) 

Becton  Dickinson  SimulTRAC(07106) 

Qba  Coming  Magic  Lite(10055) 

Clinical  Assays  GammaDab(10061) 
Diagnostic  Pitxlucts  Corp.  Coat-A-Count 
1RMA(13109) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Hybritech  Photon  ERA  Automated 
Immunoassay  Analyzer(25052) 
Hybritech  Photon  Immunoassay 
Analyzer(25053) 

Hybritech  Tandem-E(25022) 

Immunotech  EZ-TUBE  ELA  Kit(28174) 
Leeco  Diagnostics  RIA  Test  Kit(37029) 
Medix  Biotech  ELA  Test  lCit(40117) 

Nichols  Institute  Allegro  (RIA)(43008) 


Organon  NML  IRMA  Test  Kit(46007) 

Serono  Baker  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(58251) 

Analyte:  (4002)  Magnesinm 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 
American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitw  Parallel(04144) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEX1GHM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
10(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  in 
P1u8(28184) 

Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
iat(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Points  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Sherwood  Medical  Rapid  Stat  DiagiuMtic 
Kit(58165) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 
SmithKline  ESKALAB-GCS(5819S) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzm  2000(58229) 
TRACE  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 

Wako  Magnesium  B  Test  IGt(70107) 

Analyte:  (4019)  Mioroalbnmin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  ID 
Plus(28184) 

Wako  Micro-Albumin  (urine)  Turbidimetric 
Test  Kit(70105) 

Analyte:  (4026)  Microprotein,  CSF 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Kenlor  Industries  Test  Kit(34050) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 

Analyte:  (4027)  Microprotein,  Urine 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Kenlor  Industries  Test  Kit(34050) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(5805i) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 

Analyte:  (4023)  Myoglobin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Biomerica  RIA  Test  Kit(07256) 
ImmunoDiagnosticCenter  Myoglobin  ELISA 
Test  Kit(28232) 

Analyte:  (4605)  Oxalate 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Spectrum(04067) 

Abbott  VP(04082) 

Beckman  Synchron  CX  4(07071) 
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Beckman  Synchron  CX  5(07072) 

Blo-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07158) 

BioAutoMed  ASCA(07192) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  704(07161) 
Boehrin^  Mannheim  Hitachi  705(07162) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Hitachi  717(07163) 
Boehrin^  Mannheim  Hitachi  736(07164) 
Qba  Coming  550  Bxpress(10038) 

Coulter  Dac^l0106) 

EM  Diagnostic  Systems  EPOS(16015) 
Electronucleonics  FLEX1CXM(16010) 
Electronucleonics  G«n-PTofll^l6004) 
Eiectionucleonics  Gemini(16005) 
Electronucleonics  Gmnsta^lOOOO) 
Electronucleonics  Gemstar  0(16007) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
1000(28082) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Monarch 
2000(28231), 

Irutrrunentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Olympus  Reply(46089) 

Olympus  Reply/ AU560(461 29) 

Ro^e  Cobas  Bio(55100) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA(55040) 

Roche  Cobas  FARA  0(55041) 

Roche  Cobas  Mira(55044)  ^ 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Technicon  RA  1000(61010) 

Technicon  RA  2000(61011) 

Technicon  RA  500(61012) 

Technicon  RA  XT(61013) 

Analyte:  (4934)  Parathyroid  Hormone— C- 
Tem^hial 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Diagnostic  Systerru  C-Parathyroid  Hormone 
RIA  IUt(13188) 

Incstar  C-termin^  PTH(28209) 

Analyte:  (4924)  Parathyroid  Hormone — 
Intact 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Qba  Coming  Magic  Lite(10055) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Active  Intact  Parathyroid 
Hormone(13178) 

Incstar  N-tact  PTH  IRMA(28208) 

Nichols  Institute  Allegro  (R1A)(43008) 

Ramco  RIA  Test  iat(55010) 

Analyte:  (4925)  Parathyroid  Hormone — Mid* 
molacula  (PTH-M) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Systerru  Mid>Molecule 
Parathyroid  Hormone  RIA  Kit(13196) 
Incstar  PTH-MM  U(28207) 

Nichols  Irutitute  RIA  lCit(43044) 

Analyte:  (4942)  PhenyalanirM 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
UI(28183) 

Irutrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Analyte:  (4905)  Phosphatidylglycerol  (PGV— 
Amniotic  Fluid 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Isolab  PG-Numeric(28194) 

Analyte:  (4943)  nioaphohaxoaa  Isomerase 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Analyte:  (4937)  Phospholipids 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
Wako  Phospholipids  Test  lCit(70116) 

Analyte:  (4906)  Phosphoms 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
AMiott  Bichrorrutic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 
American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

DMA  Test  iUt(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
UI(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  ni 
Plus(28184) 

Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
iat(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Pointe  ScientiFic  180  Qiemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applicatioiu  RAICHEM  Test 
iat(55075) 

Seradyn  Manual  (spectrophoto/colorimetric) 
Determination(58042) 

Seragen  Quick-Chem(58186) 

Sherwood  Medical  Auto/Stat  Kit(58164) 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  IGt(58051) 
SmithKline  ESICALAB-OCS{5819S) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 

TRACE  Scientific  Test  IUt(61044) 

Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

AnaJyte:  (4939)  Porphobilinogen 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Whale  Scientific  Porphyrins  and 
Porphobilinogen(70098) 

Analyte:  (4038)  Porphyrins 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Whale  Scientiftc  Porphyrins  and 
Porphobilinogen(70098) 

Analyte:  (4910)  Potassium 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 
Beclunan  Flame  Photometer(07062) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  LyteTek  Flame 
Photometer(07423) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  508(28158) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Flame 
Photometer/Elect(28081) 

Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Radiometer  Flame  Photometer(55007) 
SmithKline  ESKALAB-CCS(58195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 


Stanbio  Test  iat(S8157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 
Technicon  SMA  6/60(61015) 

Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Analyte:  (4914)  Progesterone 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amersham  Amerlite(04148) 

Bio-Rad  CoTube(07136) 

Biomerica  RIA  Test  Kit(07256) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat- A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Diagnostic  Systems  Active  Progesterone  RIA 
Kit(13201) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Progesterone  RIA 
Kit(13200) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  RIA  Test  Kit(37029) 
Serono  B^:er  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(58251) 

Analyte:  (4915)  Prolactin 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Amersham  Amerlite(04148) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Clinical  Assays  GammaDab(10061) 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A-Count 
IRMA(13109) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Hybritech  Photon  ERA  Automated 
Immunoassay  Analyzer(25052) 

Hybritech  Photon  Immunoassay 
Analyzer(25053) 

Hybritech  Tandem-E(25022) 

Hybritech  Tandem-R(25023) 

ICN  IMMUNOCHEM  PRL-MW  Elisa(28214) 
Immunotech  EZ-TUBE  EIA  Kit(28174) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  RIA  Test  Kit(37029) 
Medix  Biotech  EIA  Test  Kit(40117) 

Nichols  Institute  Allegro  (R1A)(43008) 
Organon  NML  IRMA  Test  Kit(46007) 

Serono  Baker  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(58251) 

Analyte:  (4918)  Proatatk  Acid  Phosphatase 
(PAP) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  PAP  E1A(04058) 

Biomerica  RIA  Test  Kit(07256) 

Clinical  Assays  GammaDab(10061) 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A-Count 
IRMA(13109) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Du  Pont  RIANEN  RIA  Kit(13091) 

Hybritech  Photon  ERA  Automated 
Inununoassay  Analyzer(25052) 

Hybritech  Photon  Immunoassay 
Analyzer(25053) 

Hybritech  Tandem-E(25022) 

Hybritech  Tandem-R(25023) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  RIA  Test  Kit(37029) 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Yang  Laboratories  R1A(76001) 

Analyte:  (4921)  Protein,  Total 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 
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Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036] 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 

Ames  OPnMATE(04275) 

Bio-Rad  Test  iat(07278) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  lCit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  504(28157) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  508(28158) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Kenlor  Industries  Test  Kit(34050) 
Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  Test  i(it(40123) 
Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  lUt(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Seragen  StatEase(58185) 

Sherwood  Medical  Rapid  Stat  Diagnostic 
Kit(58165) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 
SmithKline  ESICALAB-OCS(58195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
TRACE  ScientiBc  Test  Kit(61044) 
Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMAQ61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(£1046) 

Wako  Autokit(70102) 

Wako  Micro  TP  Test  Kit(70110) 

Analyte:  (4941)  Pyruvate 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Analyte:  (4944)  Pyruvate  kinase 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Analjrte:  (5515)  Renin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Clinical  Assays  GammaCoat(10060) 
Analyte:  (5507)  Retinol  Binding  Protein 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Behring  LC-partigen  Kit(07117) 

Analjrte:  (5820)  Serotonin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Immunotech  Urinary  Serotonin  Enzyme 
Immunoassay(28153) 

Analyte:  (5819)  Sex  Hormone  Binding 
Globulin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Systems  Sex  Hormone  Binding 
Globulin  RLA  iat(1320S) 

Ventrex  Coated  Tute  (R1A)(67011) 

Analyte:  (5805)  Sodium 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 


Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 

Beckman  Flame  Photometer(07062) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  LyteTek  Flame 
Photometer(07423) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  508(28158) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  Flame 
Photometer/Elect(28081) 

Radiometer  Flame  Photometer(55007) 
Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 
Technicon  SMA  6/60(61015) 

Technicon  SMAQ61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Analyte:  (5823)  Sorbital  Dehydrogenase 
(SDH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Analyte:  (6102)  Testosterone 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Bio-Rad  CoTube(07138) 

Clinical  Assays  GammaCoat(10060) 
Diagnostic  Pr^ucts  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Active  Testosterone  RIA 
Kit(13203) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Testosterone  RIA 
Kit(13194) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  RIA  Test  Kit(37029) 
Serono  B^er  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(58251) 

Analyte:  (6122)  Testosterone.  Free 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Analyte:  (6124)  Thyroglobulin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Analyte:  (6106)  Thyroid  Stimulating 
Hormone  (TSH) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  RIA  Bead(04061) 

Amersham  Amerlite(04148) 

Becton  Dickinson  MAb  Solid  Phase 
Component  System(07247) 

Becton  Dickinson  SimulTRAC(07106) 
Becton  Dickinson  Solid  Phase(07109) 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Rad  CoTube(07138) 

Bio-Rad  Echoclonal(07139) 

Ciba  Coming  MAB  (monoclonal)(10050) 
Ciba  Coming  Magic  (MGC)(10051) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  Lite(10055) 

Clinical  Assays  GammaDab(10061) 
Diagnostic  Pr^ucts  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A-Count 
IRMA(13109) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 


Diamedix  TSH  Microassay(13229) 

Hybritech  Photon  ERA  Autonuted 
Immunoassay  Analyzer(250S2) 

Hybritech  Phbton  Immunoassay 
Analyzer(25053) 

Hybritech  Tandem-E(25022) 

Hybritech  Tandem-R(25023) 
h^unotech  EZ-BEAD  EIA  Kit(28173) 
Immimotech  Microzyme  EIA 
(spectrophotometric)(28175) 

Lewo  Dia^ostics  IRMA  Test  Kit(37028) 
Leeco  Diagnostics  RIA  Test  ICit(37029) 

Medix  Biotech  EIA  Test  Kit(40117) 

Nichols  Institute  Allegro  (R1A)(43008) 
Organon  NML  IRMA  Test  ICit(46007) 
Organon  NML  L.E.S.(46008) 

Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  (^anticlone(58009) 

Serono  Baker  Serozyme(S8091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(58251) 

Serono  Maiaclone(58048) 

Sigma  SLA  Thyroid  Stimulating 
Hormone(58108) 

Ventrex  Coated  Tube  (RIA)(67011) 

Wallac  Oy  DELFIA  hTSH  Ultra  Kit(70129) 

Analyte:  (6107)  Thyroid  Stimulating 
Hormone  (TSH)  (Neonatal) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Becton  Dickinson  Neonatal  TSH 
Immunoradiometric  Assay(07223) 
Biomerica  RIA  Test  Kit(07256) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(l  3031) 

Micromedic  Systems  CONCEPT  4(40085) 
Micromedic  Systenu  Concept  4  Plus(40111) 

Analyte:  (6108)  Thyroid  Stimulating 
Hormone— high  sene.  (TSH-HS) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Clinical  Assays  GanunaCoat(10060) 
Hybritech  Photon  ERA  Automated 
Immunoassay  Analyzer(25052) 

Hybritech  Photon  Inununoassay 
Analyzer! 25053) 

Hybritech  Tandem-E(25022) 

Hybritech  Tandem-R(25023) 

Medix  Biotech  EIA  Test  Kit(40117) 
Micromedic  Systems  CONCEPT  4(40085) 
Micromedic  Systems  Concept  4  Plus(40111) 
Nichols  Institute  Allegro  (R1A)(43008) 
Sanoh/Kallestad  Quanticlone(58009) 

Analyte:  (6109)  Thyroxine  (T4) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amersham  Amerlite(04148) 

Becton  Dickinson  Monoclonal  Solid  Phase 
Coated  Tube(07102) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Rad  Quanta-Count(07271)  Bio-Rad 
Quantimune  11(07142) 

Biomerica  EIA  Test  Kit(07275) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  (MGC)(10051) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  Lite(10055) 

Ginical  Assays  GammaCoat(10i06O) 
Diagnostic  Piquets  Corp.  Cmt-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Immunotech  ENDAB  EIA  Kit(28172) 
Immunotech  EZ-BEAD  EIA  Kit(28173) 
Immunotech  Microzyme  EIA 
(spectrophotomett1cM28175) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 
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InstnunentatioD  Laboratory  Multistat  in 
PIus(28184) 

KallesM  Quuticoat(34031) 

Medix  Biotech  EIA  Test  1U^40117) 
Micromedic  Systems  CX)NCXPl^(40085) 
Micromedic  Systems  Concept  4  Plu8(40111) 
Organon  NML  Tetra  Tab(46012) 

Organon  NML  Tetra  Tub^46013) 

Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analy»if49064) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  (^anticoat(58010) 

Serono  BakjW  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(58251) 

Stanbio  Ptemiere(58210) 

Syva  Emit  Test  lUt(58082) 

Ventrex  Coated  Tube  (R1AX67011) 

Analyte:  (6123)  Thyroxine  (T4),  Neonatal 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A> 

Count(13030)  _ 

Microm^ic  Systems  CONCEPT  4(40085) 
Micromedic  Systems  Concept  4  PIus(40111) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  Quanticoat(58010) 

Analyte:  (6110)  Thjrroxine  Binding  Globulin 
(TBG) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Qinkal  Assays  GaminaDeb(10061) 

Nichols  Iiutitute  RIA  Kit(43044) 

Analyte:  (6111)  ThyroxiiM,  Free  (FT4) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amersham  Amerlex-M(04147) 

Amersham  Amerlite(04148) 

Becton  Dickinson  MAb  Solid  Phase 
•  Cranponent  System(07247) 

Becton  Dickinson  SimulTRAC(07106) 

Becton  Dickinson  Solid  Phase  Coated 
Tube(07110) 

Bio-Rad  CoTube(07138) 

Bio-Rad  Quantirnune(07141) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  (MGQ(10051) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  Lite(10055) 

Qinical  Assays  Direct  FT4(10059) 

Clinical  Assays  Two  Step(10064) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Inununotech  Microzyme  EIA 
(spectrophotometric)(26175) 

International  Inununoassay  Labs  SPIRIA-FT4 
RIA  Kit(28166) 

Nichols  Institute  Free  T4  by  Equilibrium 
Dialysis(43056) 

Serono  Baker  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(58251) 

Analyte:  (6116)  Triglyceride 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 
American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  OPT1MATE(04275) 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure(07378) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEX1(XM(16010) 
Irutrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(20183) 

Instrumentation  Labcuatory  Multistat  in 
Plus(28184) 


Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
iat(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
iat(5507S) 

Seradyn  Manual  (spectrophoto/colorimetric) 
Determination(58042) 

Seradyn  Quick-Chem  0(58187) 

Seragen  (^ick-Chem(S8186) 

Seragen  StatEase(58185)  ' 

SigiM  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 
SmithKline  ESKALAB-OCS(58195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  lUt(58157) 

Stwling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 

TRACE  Scientific  Test  iat(61044) 

Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMA(X61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Wako  Triglyceride  G  Test  Kit(70109) 

Analyte:  (6119)  Triiodothyronine  (T3) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  RIA  Bead(04061) 

Amersham  Amerlex-M(04147) 

Amersham  Amerlite(04148) 

Becton  Dickinson  Solid  Phase(07109) 
Bio<hem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Rad  Quantimune  11(07142) 

Biomerica  EIA  Test  Kit(07275) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  (MCX])(10051) 

Qba  Coming  Magic  Lite(10055) 

Clinical  Assays  GammaCoat(10060) 
Diagnostic  Pr^ucts  (hrp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Immunote^  ENDAB  EIA  Kit(28172) 
Immimotech  EZ-BEAD  EIA  Kit(28173) 
Immunotech  Microzyme  EIA 
(spectrophotometricK28175) 

Kallestad  Quanticoat(34031) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  RIA  Test  Kit(37029) 
Medix  Biotech  EIA  Test  Kit(40117) 
Micromedic  Systems  CONCEPT  4(40085) 
Micromedic  Systems  Concept  4  Plus(40111) 
Organon  NML  IRMA  Test  Kit(46007) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  Quanticoat(58010) 

Serono  Baker  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(58251) 
Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Analyte:  (6120)  Triiodoth]rroniiie  Uptake 
(T3U)(TU) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Triobead  125(04081) 

Amersham  Amerlite(04148) 

Becton  Dickinson  Solid  Phase(07109) 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Qba  Cming  Magic  (MGC)  (25-35  normal 
/  range)(100S2) 

Qba  Qming  Magic  (MGC)  (35-45  normal 
range)(10053)  ' 

Qba  Coming  Magic  Lite(10055) 

Qinical  Assays  GammaCoat(10060) 
Diagnostic  Pr^ucts  Corp.  Coat-A- 
,  Count(13030) 

Immunotech  EZ-BEAD  EIA  Kit(28173) 


Immunotech  Microzyme  EIA 
(spectrophotometricK2817S) 

Kallestad  Quanticoat(34031) 

Micrtunedic  Systems  CONCEPT  4(40085) 
Micrtnnedic  Systems  Concept  4  PIus(40111) 
Organon  NML  Tri  Tab(46014) 

Organon  NML  Tri  Tube  T3U(4601 5) 

Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  (^anticoat(58010) 

Serono  Baker  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(58251) 

Analyte:  (6121)  Triiodothyronine,  Free  (FT3) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amersham  Amerlex-M(04147) 

Amersham  Amerlite(04148) 

Bio-Rad  Quantimune(07141) 

Qba  Coming  Magic  (MGC)(10051) 

Qinical  Assays  GammaCoat(10060) 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Crat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Kodak  Ajnerlex  MAB(34049) 

Kodak  Amerlite  MAB(34048) 

Serono  Baker  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(58251) 

Anal3rte:  (6129)  Trypsin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Analyte:  (6403)  Urea  (BUN) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 
American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Beckman  Manual  Spectrophotometric  Test 
Procedure(07378) 

DMA  Test  Kit(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  504(28157) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  508(28158) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

King  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(34051) 
Mallinck^t  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
Kit(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Seradyn  Manual  (spectrophoto/colorimetric) 
Determination(58042) 

Seradyn  C^ick-Chem  11(58187) 

Seragen  StatEase(58185) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 
SmithKline  ESKALAB-CXE(58195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 
Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 

TRACE  Scientific  Test  Kit(61044) 

Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMA  6/60(61015) 
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Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Wako  Autokit(70102) 

Wako  Urea  Nitrogen  Test  Kit(7011S) 

Analyte:  (6404)  Uric  Add 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  50(04267) 

American  Monitor  KDA(04143) 

American  Monitor  Parallel(04144) 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Beckman  Manual  Spectiopbotometric  Test 
Procedure(07378) 

DMA  Test  iat(13216) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electionucleonics  FLEX1GEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  IB 
P1u8(28184) 

Mallinckrodt  Serometer  370(40126) 

Medical  Analysis  Systems  RefLab  Test 
iat(40124) 

Meditech  Diagnostic  System  Test  Kit(40118) 
Nycomed  Nycotest(43055) 

Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Seradyn  Manual  (spectrophoto/colorimetric) 
Determination(58042) 

Seradyn  Quick-Chem  11(58187) 

Seragen  StatEase(58185) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

SmithKline  ESKALAB-CCS(58195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58230) 
Technicon  SMA  12/60(61014) 

Technicon  SMAC(61016) 

Technicon  SMAC  2(61045) 

Technicon  SMAC  3(61046) 

Wako  Autokit(70102) 

Analyte:  (6407)  Urinary  Calculi 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Oxford  Qualitative  Stone  Analysis  Set(46114) 
Analyte:  (6409)  Urokinase 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
PIus(28184) 

Analyte:  (6707)  Vitamin  B12 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Becton  Dickinson  SimuITRAC(07106) 

Becton  Dickinson  SimulTRAC  S(07107) 
Becton  Dickinson  SimulTRAC  SNB(07108) 
Bio-Rad  Quantaphase(07354) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  (MGC)(10051) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  Boil(10054) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  Lite(10055) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic/NB  (no  boil)(10057) 
Qinical  Assays  N0-Boil(10062) 

Qinical  Assays  Solid  Phase(10063) 
Diagnostic  Pr^ucts  Corp.  Qiarcoal 
Boil(13028) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Dualcount 
C^arcoal(13032) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Dualcount  No 
Boil(13033) 


Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Dualcount  Solid 
Phase  Boil(13034) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Solid  Phase/N 
Boil(13041) 

Micromedic  Combostat  11(40083) 

Analyte:  (7902)  ZiiK 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Wako  Zn  Test  Kit(70101) 
esa  Model  3010A  Trace  Metals 
Analyzer(16020) 

SPEOAUTY/SUBSPBCIALITY:  General 
Inununology 

Analyte:  (0411)  Adenovirus  Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Bio-Medical  Virotech  ELISA  Antibody 
Tost(07313) 

Analyte:  (0417)  Allergen  Specific  IgE 
1}gst  System,  Assay,  Examination 
ALerCHEK  FlipSCREEN  B  Visual  Allergy 
Test(04004) 

ALerCHEK  FlipSCREEN  quantitative  Allergy 
Tests(04006) 

BioWhittaker  3M  Allergen  Specific  IgE 
FAST-Plus  Test(07314) 

BioWhittaker  3M  IgE  FASTSCREEN 
Tost(07316) 

Qba  Coming  Magic  Lite(100S5) 

Dexall  Biomedical  Ailerons  ActiTip 
System(13208) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  AlaSTAT  Allergen 
Specific  IgE(13026) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  AlaTOP  Allergy 
Screen(13206) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia 
AlaSTAT(13169) 

In  Vitro  Technologies  IVT  RAST  Tracer 
Unit(28125) 

Kallestad  Allercoat  EAST(34042) 

Kallestad  Allercoat  RAST(34043) 

Kallestad  Allercoat  Rapid  EAST(34041) 
MAST  CLA  Allergy  Systems 
(chemiluminescence)(401 1 2) 

Pharmacia  CAP  System  RAST  FEIA(49047) 
Pharmacia  CAP  System  RAST  RIA(49048) 
Pharmacia  Phadetes  RAST(49043) 
Pharmacia  Phadebas  RAST  Penicilloyl  G/ 
Penicilloyl  V(49042) 

Pharmacia  Phadezym  RAST(49041) 
Pharmacia  Phadiatop  EIA(49044) 

Pharmacia  Phadiatop  RIA(49045) 

Ventrex  Specific  IgE  EIA(67056) 

Ventrex  Specific  IgE  RAST  Isotope 
Unit(67057) 

Ventrex  TURBO-RAST  Specific  IgE  Isotope 
Unit(67059) 

Analyte:  (0418)  ABergen  Specific  IgG 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
BioWhittaker  3M  Allergen  Specific  IgG4 
FASTTest(07315) 

Pharmacia  IgG  RAST  EIA(49038) 

Pharmacia  IgG  RAST  RIA(49037) 

Analyte:  (0420)  Alpha-l-Acid  Glycoprotein 
(oroaomucoid) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Hycor  Accuplate(25024) 

Kent  Radial  Immunodiffusion  Test(34010) 


Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(5507S) 

Analyte:  (0421)  A^ibn-l-Antitrjrpsin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  1CS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  B(07382) 

Behring  Nor-pa^gen  Kit(07119) 

Helena  Laboratories  Quiplate  System  for 
RB3(25005) 

Hycor  Accuplate(25024) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
BI(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  BI 
Plus(28184) 

Kallestad  Endoplate  RID(34001) 

Kallestad  Quantiplate  RID(34003) 

Kent  Radial  InununodiSusion  Test(34010) 
The  Binding  Site  Human  Alpha-1 
Antitrypsin  R1D(61079) 

Analyte:  (0422)  Alpha*2-Macroglobttlin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Kent  Radial  Immunodiffusion  Test(34010) 
The  Binding  Site  Human  AIpha-2 
Macroglobulin  R1D(61078) 

Analyte:  (0424)  Alpha-Fetoprotein— Tumor 
Marker 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  AFP  (E1A)(04023) 

Abbott  COMMANDER  System(04334) 
Amersham  Amerlex(04146) 

Qinical  Assays  GammaDab(10061) 
Diagnostic  Pr^ucts  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Hybritech  Tandem-E(25022) 

Analyte:  (0430)  Anti-Adrenal  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Scimedx  Anti-adrenal  Test  System(58015) 

Anal]rte:  (0433)  Anti-Cardiac  Muscle 
Antitodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Scimedx  CMA  Test  System(58017) 

Analyte:  (0434)  Anti-Cardiolipin  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Apotex  Cardiolipin  EL1SA(04335) 
BioHyTech  EIA  Kit(07145) 

Biopool  Imulyse  ACA(07244) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoWELL 
Cardiolipin  Ab  (IgG)  Test(22119) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoWELL 
Cardiolipin  Ab  (IgM)  Test(22118) 

Immuno  Concepts  Anti-cardiolipin  Ab  Semi¬ 
quant.  Test  System(28143) 

Reaads  Medical  Products  Anti-cardiolipin 
Semi-quant.  Test(55013) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  Anti-cardiolipin  Kit 
(E1A)(58001) 

Sigma  SIA  Anti-Cardiolipin(58178) 
TheraTest  Laboratories  EL-ACA  Test(61017) 

Analyte:  (0435)  Anti-DNA  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Antibodies  Inc.  CrithiDNA  Test  Kit(04221) 
Apotex  dsDNA  EL1SA(04321) 
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Behring  AFT  System  11(07113) 

BioHyTech  EIA  Kit(07145) 

BioWhittakar  FlAX  Sy8teni(07328) 
BioWhittaker  RheumELlSA  IUt(07345) 
BioWhittaker  RheumElUa  Plus  Microwell 
A88ay(07239) 

BioWhittaker  dsDNA  STAT(073S3) 

Diagnostic  Products  Carp.  Solid 
Pha8e(13112) 

Diamadix  Anti-dsONA  Microe8say(13235) 

Du  Pont  RIANIN  Anti-dsDNA  RIA  Kit(13217) 
General  Biometrics  InununoWELL  dsONA  Ah 
Test(22124) 

Hemagen  DNA(25011) 

Inununo  Concepts  ColonyiDe  nONA  Test 
System(28132) 

Immuno  Q)ncapts  Fluorescent  nDNA  Ab 
Test  System(2813S) 

Incstw  nIH<lA  Fluoro-Kit(2a050) 

MarDx  Anti-nDNA  Antil:^y  Test 
Sy8tem(40007) 

MeDiCa  A-nDNA-A  Test  iUt(40023) 

MeDiCa  ANA/A-nDNA-A  Test  IUt(40026) 
MeDiCa  Multiple  Antibody  Test  lCi^40031) 
Reaads  Medical  Products  Anti-ds  DNA  Semi- 
quantitative  Test(55014) 

SanoB/Kallestad  Quantifluor  Kit(58011) 
Scimedx  nDNA  Test  Systsai<58030) 

Sigma  SIA  Anti-DNA(5a21t) 

TheraTest  Laboratories  EL-ANA  Profiles 
Test(61018) 

Virgo  Anti-nDNA  IFA  Te8t(67017) 

Zeus  Anti-DNA  Test  System(79002) 
elias  usa  Synelisa  dsDNA  Antibodi^lG019) 

Analyte:  (0436)  Anti-DNP  Antibediaa 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
BioHyTech  EIA  lCit(07145) 

Diamedix  Anti-DNP  MicroaBsay(13236) 
Sigma  SIA  Anti-DNP(58212) 

Analyte:  (0437)  Anti-Histone  Antfliodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Apotex  Histone  EUSA(04329) 

BioHyTech  EIA  lUt(07145) 

Anal3rte:  (0436)  Anti-)e-l 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Apotex  )o-l  ELISA(04362) 

Diamedix  Anti-)o-l  Microassay(13230) 
Hemagen  ENA(25012) 

Analyte:  (0439)  Anti-Mitochondrial 
Antibodies  (AI^A) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Apotex  Mitochmidral  ELiSA(04317) 

Behring  AFT  System  1(07112) 

Incstar  Fluoro-ICit(28042) 

MarDx  Autoimmune  IFA  Screening  Test 
Sy8tem(40008) 

Mari)x  Mitochondrial  Antibodies  Test 
System(40016) 

MeDiCa  AMA  Test  lUt(40024) 

MeDiCa  Multiple  Antibody  Test  lCit(40031) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  Quantifluor  i(it(58011) 
Scimedx  Auto  Screen  Test  S)rstam(S6016) 
Scimedx  MA  Test  Systaai(58026) 

Virgo  AMA  IFA  Test(6701S) 

Zeus  Autoantibody  Screen  (AAS)  Test 
System(79032) 

Zeus  MA  Test  System(70016) 

An^ytr.  (0440)  AalMentrephH  Cyteplasaa 
Antibodies 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Scimedx  Anti-Neutrophil  Cytoplasm 
Antibodies  IFATest(58014] 

Analyte:  (0441)  Anti-Nnchar  Antibodass 
(ANA) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amico  ANA  Test  System(04157) 

Antibodies  Inc.  Antinuclear  Antibody  (ANA) 
Test  Kit  (FA)(04220) 

Behring  A^  System  HEp(07243) 

Behring  AFT  System  1(07112) 

BioHyTech  EIA  Kit(07145) 

BioWhittaker  FIAX  System(07328) 

Bion  ANA  Test  Kit(07153) 

Qinical  Sciences  ANAFLUOR(10065) 
Hemagen  ANA  System  (FAM25010) 

INOVA  Diagnostics  NOVALite  ANA 
(IFA)(28001) 

Immuno  Concepts  Colorzyme  ANA  Test 
System(28131) 

Immuno  Concepts  Fluorescent  ANA  Test  * 
System(28024) 

Incstar  ANA  Colorimetric  Kit(28035) 

Incstar  ANAFAST  Kit(28036) 

Incstar  ANAFLUOR  Kit(28037) 

Incstar  ANAZYME  Kit(28038) 

Incstar  Fluoro-Kit(28042) 

Incstar  RL  FIuoro-Kit  ANA  Fluorescent 
Test(28049) 

MarDx  ANA  Test  System(40004) 

MarDx  Autoimmune  IFA  Screening  Test 
System(40008) 

MeDiCa  ANA  Test  Kit(40025) 

MeDiCa  ANA/A-nDNA-A  Test  Kit(40026) 
MeDiCa  Multiple  Antibody  Test  Kit(40031) 
Ortho  Fluoroset  ANA(46069) 

Quidel  ANA  IFA  kit(52001) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  ANA  Microplate  EIA(S82S6) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  Quantifluor  Kit(58011) 
Scimedx  ANA  Test  System(58012) 

Scimedx  Auto  Screen  Test  System(58016} 
Virgo  ANA  IFA  Test(67016) 

Zeus  ANA  HEp-2  Cell  Culture  IFA  Test 
System(79033) 

Zeus  ANA  Test(79001) 

Zeus  Autoantibody  Srxeen  (AAS)  Test 
System(79032) 

Anatyte:  (0442)  Anti-Parietal  Cell  Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Incstar  Fluon>-Kit(28042) 

MarDx  Autoinomune  IFA  Screening  Test 
System(40008) 

MarDx  Parietal  Cell  Antibody  Test 
System(4001 7) 

MeDiCa  APCA  Test  Kit(40027) 

MeDiCa  Multiple  Antibody  Test  Kit(40031) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  Quantifluor  Kit(58011) 
Scimedx  Auto  Screen  Test  System(58016) 
Scimedx  PCA  Test  System(5802^) 

Zeus  Autoantibody  Screen  (AAS)  Test 
System(79032) 

Analyte:  (0443)  Anti-RNP 
(Ribonucleoprolein) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Apotex  ENA  Profile  ELISA(04316) 

Apotex  SM/RNP  ELISA(D4310) 

Behring  ENA  I  Test(07114) 

BioHyTech  EIA  Kit(07145) 

BioWhittaker  RheumELlSA  Kit(0734S) 
BioWhittaker  RheumElisa  Plus  Microwelt 
Assay(07239) 

Diamedix  Anti-RNP  Microassay(13237) 


General  Biometrics  ImmunoWELL  RNP/Sm 
AbTest(22117) 

Hemagen  ENA(25012) 

Immimo  Concepts  Sm/RNP  Ab  Test 
System(28126) 

Kallestad  Sm/RNP  ENA(34047) 

Reaads  Medical  Products  Anti-ENA  (Sm/RNP 
complex)  Qual  Te8t(55011) 

Scime^  ENA  Detect  I  Test  Systeni(58019) 
Scimedx  ENA  Detect  II  Test  Sy8tem(58020) 
Scimedx  ENA  Detect  III  Test  Systeii^S8021) 
Shield  Diagnostics  DIASTAT  ^A  Profile 
Kit(58135) 

TheraTest  Laboratories  EL-ANA  Profiles 
Test(61018) 

Zeus  Poly-ENA  Assay(79022) 

Analyte:  (0444)  Anti-Reticiilin  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Scimedx  Auto  Screen  Test  System(58016) 
Analyte:  (0446)  Anti-SS-A/Ro 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Apotex  ENA  Profile  ELISA(04316) 

Apotex  SS-A  ELISA(04318) 

BioWhittaker  Rheun^LISA  Kit(07345) 
BioWhittaker  RheumElisa  Plus  Microwell 
Assay(07239) 

Diamedix  Anti-SSA  Microa$say(13238) 
General  Biometrics  ImmunoWELL  SS-A  (Ro) 
Antibody  Test(22050) 

Hemagen  ENA(25012) 

Immuno  Concepts  SS-A/SS-B  Autoantibody 
Test  System(28144) 

Kallestad  SSA/SSB  ENA(34046) 

Scimedx  ENA  Detect  III  Test  System(S6021) 
Shield  Diagnostics  DIASTAT  ENA  Profile 
Kit(58135) 

TheraTest  Laboratories  EL-ANA  Profiles 
Test(61018) 

Zeus  Poly-ENA  Assay(79022) 

Analyte:  (0447)  Anti-SS-B/La 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Apotex  ENA  Profile  EL1SA(04316) 

Apotex  SS-B  ELISA(04319) 

BioWhittaker  RheuinELISA  Kit(07345) 
BioWhittaker  RheumElisa  Plus  Microwell 
Assay(07239) 

Diamedix  Anti-SSB  Microassay(13239) 
General  Biometrics  ImmunoWELL  SS-B  (La) 
Antibody  Test(22051) 

Hemagen  ENA(25012) 

Immimo  Concepts  SS-A/SS-B  Autoantibody 
Test  System(28144) 

Kallestad  SSA/SSB  ENA(34046) 

Scimedx  ENA  Detect  II  Test  System(58020) 
Scimedx  ENA  Detect  III  Test  System(58021) 
Shield  Diagnostics  DIASTAT  ENA  Profile 
Kit(58135) 

TheraTest  Laboratories  EL-ANA  Profiles 
Test(81018) 

Zeus  Poly-ENA  Assay(79022) 

Analyte:  (0448)  Anti-Scl-70 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Apotex  Scl-70  EL1SA(04323) 

Diamedix  Anti-Scl-70  Microassay(13240) 
Hemagen  ENA(25012) 

Analyte:  (0449)  Anti-Skin  Aniibodiea 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examinatha 
MarDx  Anti-Skin  Antibody  Test 
System(40005) 
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MeDiCa  ASA  Test  Kit(40028) 

Scimedx  ASA  Test  System(58013) 

2^us  Anti-Skin  Antibody  Test  System(79003) 

Analyte:  (0450)  Anti-Sm  (Smith) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Apotex  ENA  Profile  ELISA(04316) 

Apotex  SM  EUSA(04320) 

Apotex  SM/RNP  EUSA(04310) 

BioHyTech  EIA  Kit(07145) 

BioWhittaker  Rbeu^USA  Kit(07345) 
BioWhittaker  RheumElisa  Plus  Microwell 
As8ay(07239) 

Diamedix  Anti-Sm  Microassay(13241) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoWELL  RNP/Sm 
AbTest(22117) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoWELL  Sm 
Antibody  Test(22052) 

Hemagen  ENA(25012) 

Immuno  Concepts  Sm/RNP  Ab  Test 
System(28126) 

Kallestad  Sm/RNP  ENA(34047) 

Reaads  Medical  Products  Anti-ENA  (Sm/RNP 
complex)  Qual  Test(55011) 

Reaads  Medical  Products  Anti-Sm 
Qualitative  Test(55012) 

Scimedx  ENA  Detect  I  Test  System(58019) 
Scimedx  ENA  Detect  II  Test  System(58020) 
Scimedx  ENA  Detect  UI  Test  System(58021) 
Shield  Diagnostics  DIASTAT  ENA  Profile 
Kit(58135) 

TheraTest  Laboratories  EL-ANA  Profiles 
Test(61018) 

Zeus  Poly-ENA  Assay(79022) 

Analyte:  (0451)  Anti-Smooth  Muscle 
Antibodies  (ASMA) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Behring  AFT  System  1(07112) 

Incstar  Fluoit>-Kit(28042) 

MarDx  Autoimmune  IFA  Screening  Test 
System(40008) 

MarDx  Smooth  Muscle  Antibody  Test 
System(40018) 

MeDiCa  ASMA  Test  Kit(40029) 

MeDiCa  Multiple  Antib^y  Test  IGt(40031) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  Quantifluor  IGt(58011) 
Scimedx  SMA  Test  System(58028) 

Zeus  Autoantibody  Screen  (AAS)  Test 
System(79032) 

Zeus  SMA  Test  System(79024) 

Anal]rte:  (0453)  Anti-Thjrroglobulin 
Antibodiea 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  Sera-tek(04153) 

General  Biometrics  IinmunoWELL 
Thyroglobulin  Ab  Test(22122) 

Kronus  Kalibre-R  Thyroglobulin  Antibody 
RIA  lUt(34023) 

Murex  Thymune-T(40158) 

Wellcome  Thymune-T(70138) 

Analyte:  (0454)  Anti-Thyroid  Antihodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Incstar  MT  FIuoro-Kit(28046) 

MarDx  Anti-Thyroid  Antibody  Test 
System(40006) 

MeDiCa  ATA  Test  Kit(40030) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  Quantifluor  Kit(58011) 
Scimedx  TA  Test  System(58029) 

Zeus  TA  Test  System(79025) 

Analjrte:  (0455)  Anti-Thyroid  Microsomal 
Antibodios  (AMA) 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  Sera-tek(04153) 

General  Biometrics  ImmunoWELL 
Microsomal(Recomb.TPO)Ab  Test(22049) 
General  Biometrics  ImmunoWELL 
Microsome  (TPO)  Ab  Te8t(22123) 

Kronus  Kalibre  TPO  Antibody  RIA 
Kit(34021) 

Murex  Thymune-M(40157) 

Wellcome  Thymune-M(70137) 

Analyte:  (0465)  Aspergillus  Antibodma 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Immuno-Mycologics  Aspergillus  Antigens 
and  Control  Sera(28124) 

Anal]rte:  (0703)  Beta-2  Microglobulin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A-Count 
IRMA(13109) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Diagnostic  Systems  Beta2-Microglobin 
(IEMA)(13165) 

Diagnostic  Systems  Beta2-Microglobin 
(RIA)(13164) 

Serex  ^ta-2  Microglobulin  EIA  Kit(S8153) 
The  Binding  Site  Human  Beta-2 
Microglobulin  EL  RID(61074) 

Analyte:  (1001)  C-Reactive  Protein  (CRP) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

BioWhittaker  FIAX  System(07328) 

Hycor  Accuplate(25024) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
UI(28183) 

Kent  Radial  Immunodiffusion  Test(34010) 
Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  SPIA  Test 
Kit(55074) 

The  Binding  Site  C-Reactive  Protein 
(Turbidimetric)(61091) 

The  Binding  Site  Human  C-Reactive  Protein 
EL  RID(61075) 

Wako  Autokit(70102) 

Analjrte:  (1049)  Cancer  Antigen  125  (CA  125) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  CA  125  RIA(04276) 

Anal]rte:  (1008)  Candida  Albicans 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Immuno-Mycologics  Candi-Sphere  EIA 
(CEIA)(28025) 

Immuno-Mycologics  ID-Candida  Antibody 
S]^tem(28027) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Candida 
Immunodi^sion  System(40060) 

Analyte:  (1013)  Carcinoembryonic  Antigen 
(CEA) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  CEA-EIA  Monoclonal(04037) 

Abbott  CEA-EIA  One-Step(04038) 

Abbott  COMMANDER  System(04334) 

Abbott  RIA  Monoclonal(04062) 

Hybritech  Tandem-E(25022) 

Hybritech  Tandem-R(25023) 

Roche  CEA-Roche  EIA(S5102) 

Analyte:  (1057)  Cerebrospinal  Fluid  Protein 
Fractions 


Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  HRE  Electrophoresis 
Kit(07370) 

Beckman  Paragon  Inununoelectrophoresis 
(lEP)  Kit{07374) 

Bedunan  Paragon  Immunofixation 
Electrophoresis  (IFE)  Kit(07375) 

Beckman  Paragon  SPE  Electrophoresis 
Kit(07369) 

Beckman  Paragon  SPE-II  Electrophoresis 
Kit(07368) 

Isolab  Resolve-CSF(28187) 

Analyte:  (1015)  Ceruloplasmin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Behring  Nor-partigen  Kit(07119) 
Instrumentation  laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Kent  Radial  Immunodiffusion  Test(34010) 
The  Binding  Site  Human  Caeruloplasmin 
RID(61081) 

Analyte:  (1017)  Chlamydia  Trachomatis 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Amico  Amizyme  Chlamydia  trachomatis 
Antibody  Test(04159) 

BioWhittaker  CHLAMYDEUSA  11(07319) 
BioWhittaker  CHLAMYDIA  STAT(07320) 
Incstar  Fluoro-Kit(28042) 

Serono  Baker  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(58251) 

Virgo  Chlamydia  trachomatis  IFA 
Test(67018) 

Analyte:  (1024)  Coccidioides  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Immuno-Mycologics  ID-Cocci  Antibody 
System(28028) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Coccidioides 
Immunodi^sion  System(40101) 
Meridian  Diagnostics  Premier  Coccidioides 
EIA(40121) 

Analyte:  (1027)  Complement  Cl 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Kent  Radial  Immunodiffusion  Test(34010) 
Analyte:  (1026)  Complonent  Cl  Inhibitor 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Kent  Radial  Immunodiffusion  Te8t(34010) 
Quidel  Cl-Inhibitor  EIA(52003) 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Cl  Inactivator 
RID(61080) 

Analyte:  (1064)  Complement  Clq 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
The  Binding  Site  Human  Complement  Clq 
NL  RID(61073) 

Analyte:  (1029)  Complement  C3 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Behring  Nor-partigen  Kit(07119) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 
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BioWhittakar  FIAX  Synani(07328) 

Helena  Laboratraies  Quiplate  SystMn  for 
RID(250(») 

Hycor  Acx»plate(2S024) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
10(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  in 
Plus(28184) 

Kallestad  Endoplate  IUD(34001) 

Kalleetad  Quantiplate  R1D(34003) 

Kent  Radial  ImmimodiSusion  T^34010) 
Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  SHA  Test 
Kit(S5074) 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Gomf^eineDt  C3  ft 
C4  RID(61072) 

Analyte:  (1030)  Complaanattl  C4 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  iCS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Behring  Nor-partigen  Kit(07119) 

Bio-Cbem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

BioWhittakar  FIAX  Systeni(07328) 

Helena  Laboratories  (^iplate  System  for 
RID(25005) 

Hycor  Accuplate(25024) 

Iristrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  m 
Plus(28184) 

Kallestiul  Endoplate  R1D(34001) 

Kallestad  Quantiplate  R1I)(34003) 

Kent  Radial  InununodiSusion  Test(34010) 
Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  ^lA  Test 
Kit(55074) 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Complement  C3  ft 
C4  RID(61072) 

Analyte:  (1031)  Cemplament  C5 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Kent  Radial  Immrmodifiusion  Test(34010) 
Analyte:  (1046)  Complement,  Tirtal 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Kallestad  Quantiplate  RID(34003) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Analyte:  (1039)  CytmnegaloTims  Antfoodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  CMV  Total  Ab  (EIA)(04039) 

Abbott  COMMANDER  System(04334) 

Amico  Amizyme  CMV  Ab  Test(04158) 
Analytab  ACCU-LYZA  CMV  IgG  EUSA  Test 
System(04341) 

Analytab  AOCU-LYZA  CMV  IgM  ELISA  Test 
System(04340) 

Baxter  Bartels  PRIMA  Cytomegalovirus  IgG 
EIA(07296) 

Baxter  Bartels  PRIMA  Cytomegalovirus  IgM 
E1A(07297) 

Bio-MMlical  Virotech  ELISA  Antibody 
Te8t(07313) 

BioWhittakar  CMV  CAP-M(07321) 
BioWhittakar  CMV  STAT(07322) 
BioWhittakar  CMV  STAT  M(07323) 
BioWhittaker  CYTOMEGEUSA  0(07324) 
BioWhittaker  FIAX  Sy8tom(07328) 

Bion  CMV-G  Antibody  Test  System(071S4) 
Diamedix  CMV  IgG  Microassay(l 3224) 
Diamedix  CMV  Microassay(13225) 
General  Biometrics  Cytomegalovirus  I^  IFA 
Test(22150) 


General  Biometrics  Cytranagalmrinis  IgM  IFA 
Test(22151) 

Gull  Laboratories  CMV  IFA  Antibodies 
Teet(22073) 

Gull  Uboratories  CMV  IgG  BL1SA(22074) 
Gull  Ubmatories  CMV  ^  EL1SA(22075) 
Gull  Uboratories  CMV  IgM  A  Tost(22076) 
Immucor  (Capture  CMV(28018) 

Inummo  Concepts  (MV  IgG  Ab  Test 
System(28137) 

Immuno  incepts  CMV  I^  Ab  Test 
Systam(28141) 

Incstar  Clin-ELISA  Cytomegalovirus 
IgCK28219) 

Incstar  CUir-ELIS  A  (^ytmnegalovina 
IgM(28220) 

Incstar  Fluoro-Kit(28042) 

Olympus  PK7100  Autmnated  Pretransfusion 
Bloro  Test  S3rCtem(46003) 

Pharmacia  CMV  IgG  EL1SA(49019) 

Souno  Baker  Serozyme(58091) 

Serooo  Diagnostics  Setozynie(582Sl) 

Sigma  SIA  CMV  igG(58214) 

Sigma  SIA  CMV  ^M(58213) 

Syva  MicroTrak  CMV-M  E1A(58147) 

Syva  MicroTrak  (MV-TA  EIA(58148) 

Virgo  C]rtomagalovirus  IFA  Te^67019) 

Zeus  CMV  IgG  ELISA  Test  Systttn(76005) 
2^us  (MV  IgG  IFA  Test  System(79(XH) 

Zeus  CMV  IgM  EUSA  Test  System(79029) 
Zeus  CMV  I^  IFA  Test  Systoin(79037) 

Analyte:  (1801)  Entamoebia  Ifistolytka 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
LMD  Uboratories  Amebiasis  Microtiter 
EUSA  (spectrophoto)(37024) 

LMD  Ubmtories  Amebiasis  Microtiter 
EUSA  (visual)(37052) 

Sigma  SIA  Amebiasis(S8191) 

Analyte:  (1603)  Epstein*Barr  Vims 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amico  Amizyme  EB-VC]A  Virus  Antigen  IgM 
Test  (spectrophoto)(()4294) 

Amico  Amizyme  EB-VCA  Virus  Antigen  IgM 
Test  (visual)(04367) 

Amico  Amizyme  EBV  Ab  Test(04160) 

Baxter  Bartels  PRIMA  Epstein  Barr  Virus  IgG 
EIA(07285) 

Baxter  Bartels  PRIMA  Epstein  Barr  Virus  IgM 
EIA(07284) 

BioWhittaker  EB  VGA  STAT(07325) 
BioWhittaker  EB  VGA  STAT  M(07326) 
BioWhittaker  EBNA  STAT(07327) 
BioWhittaker  FIAX  System(07328) 

Bion  EBV-G  (VCA)  Antibody  Test 
System(07155) 

Bion  EBV-M  (VGA)  Antibody  Test 
System(07156) 

Diagnostic  Technology  EBNA  Q)eck(1304S) 
Diagnostic  Technology  EBV  Cbeck(13046) 
Diagnostic  Technology  EBV/EA 
Check(13047) 

Diagnostic  Teciraology  EBV/I^ 
Check(1304B) 

Granbio  Inc.  EBNA  Anti-complement 
IFA(22067) 

Granbio  Inc  Epstein-Barr  EA  ^  IFA(22068) 
Granbio  Inc.  Epstein-Barr  VGA  IgG 
EIA(22069) 

Granbio  Inc.  Epstein-Barr  VCA  IgG 
IFA(22070) 

Granbio  Inc.  Epstein-Barr  VGA  Ig|M 
E1A(22071) 


(kanbio  Inc.  Epstein-Barr  VCA 
IFA(22072) 

Gull  Labonratories  EBV  IFA  Anttbodies 
Test(22077) 

(kill  Uboratc^es  EBV  IgG  EUSA(22078) 

(kill  Uboratmies  EBV  IgM  BLISA(22079) 
(kill  Uboratories  EBV  IgM  IFA  Tc^22060) 
Gull  Uboratories  EBV-EA  Tes((22081) 

Gull  Uboratories  EBV-NA  TesU22082) 
Hillcrest  Biologicals  EBNA  Ab  IFA 
Test(25040) 

Hillcrest  Biologicals  EBV  Early  Antigen  IFA 
Test(25041) 

Hillcrest  Biologicals  EBV  VCA(IgG)  IFA 
Test(25043) 

Hillcrest  Biologicals  EBV  VCA(IgM)  IFA 
Test(25042) 

Immuno  (Concepts  Ckilorzyme  EA  Ab  Test 
System(28133) 

Immuno  Concepts  Ckilorzyme  EBNA  Ab  Test 
System(28134) 

Immuno  Concepts  Colorzyme  EBV-VCA  IgG 
Ab  Test  System(28136) 

Immuno  (Concepts  (kilorzyme  EBV-VCA  IgM 
Ab  Test  System(28135) 

Immuno  (Concepts  EBNA  Ab  Test 
System(28145) 

Immuno  Concej^  EBV-EA  Ab  Test 
System(28139) 

Immuno  Concepts  EB  V-V(^  IgG  Ab  Test 
System(28142) 

Inummo  Concepts  EBV-VCA  IgM  Ab  Test 
System(28140) 

Incstar  Clin-EUSA  Epstein-Barr  EBNA 
IgG(28225) 

Incstar  Clin-EUSA  Epstein-Barr  EBNA 
lgM(28226) 

Incstar  Qin-EUSA  Epstein-Barr  VGA 
IgG(28223) 

Incstar  Qin-ELISA  Epstein-Barr  VCA 
IgM(28224) 

Organon  Teknika  EB-VCA  IFA  Kit  0(46024) 
Organon  Teknika  EBNA  ACIF  Kit(46025) 
Organon  Teknika  EBV-EA  IFA  Kit(46026) 
Organon  Teknika  EBV-M  Kit(46027) 

Ortho  EBNA  IgG  Antibody  EL1SA(46058) 
Ortho  Epstein-Barr  Virus  VCA-^  Antibody 
ELISA(46066) 

Ortho  Epstein-Barr  Virus  VCA-IgM  Antibody 
ELISA(46067) 

Pharmacia  Epstein  Barr  Virus  Viral  (kpsid 
Antigen  IgG  EUSA(49021) 

Pharmacia  Epstein  Bot  Virus  Viral  Capsid 
Antigen  IgM  EUSA(49022) 

Sigma  SIA  Epstein-Barr  EBNA  IgM/ 
lgG(58173) 

Sigma  SIA  Epstein-Barr  VCA 
Sigma  SIA  Epstein-Barr  VCA  IgM(58174) 
Virgo  Epstein-Barr  Virus — ^VCA  Antibody 
IFA  Test(67020) 

Zeus  EBV-EA  Test  System(79006) 

Zeus  EBV-NA  (ACHF)  Ab  Test  System(79035) 
Zeus  EBV-VCA  IFA  Test  System(7g030) 

Zeus  EBV-V(]A  IgM  Antibody  IFA  Test 
System(7^1) 

Analyte:  (1912)  Fungus  Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Immuno-Mycologics  ID-Fungal  Antibody 
System(28029) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Fungal 
Irmnunodiftision  Syste^40062) 

Analyte:  (2214)  Globulin,  Total 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 
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Analyto:  (2506)  HIV  Andbodks 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  CX)MMANDER  System(04334) 

Abbott  mVAB  MV-l  E1A(04053) 

Abbott  HIVAB  HIV-l/HIV-2  (rDNA) 
EIA(04274) 

Bio-Rad  Novapathe  HIV-1 
Iminunoblot(07140) 

C^bridge  Biotech  HIV-1  WB(10008) 
Cambridge  Biotech  Recombigen  (env.  ft  gag) 
HIV-l  EIA(IOOIO) 

Cellular  Products  Retio-Tek  HIV-1 
EIJSA(10029) 

Du  Pont  HIV-1  ELISA(13088) 
Electronucleonics  HIV-1  IgG  EIA(16008) 
Genetic  Systems  HIV-l/HIV-2  EIA(22062) 
Genetic  Systems  HIV-2  EIA(22063) 

Genetic  Systems  LAV  E1A(22064) 

Organon  Teknika  Bio-EnzaBead  HIV(46017) 
Organon  Teknika  Epiblot  HIV(46028) 
Organon  Teknika  Vironoetika  HIV-1 
Microelisa  System(46036) 

Ortho  Diagnostics  HIV-1  EUSA(46057) 

Syva  MicroTrak  HIV-1  (env.  ft  gag) 
EIA(58087) 

United  Biomedical  HIV-1  ELA(64016) 
Analyte:  (2507)  HIV  Antigen 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  HIVAG-1(04054) 

Analyte:  (2508)  HTLV  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  COMMANDER  System(04334) 
Abbott  HTLV-1  EIA(04055) 

Cambridge  Biotech  HTLV-1  ELISA(10146) 
Cellular  Products  Retro-Tek  HTLV-1 
EUSA(10030) 

Du  Pont  HTLV-1  EUSA(13089) 

Organon  Teknika  Vironstika  HlTV-l 
Microelisa  Assay(46113) 

Analyte:  (2511)  Haptoglobin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

BioWhittaker  FlAX  System(07328) 

Helena  Laboratories  Hapto^obin(25081) 
Hycor  Accuplate(25024) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  IB 
Plus(28184) 

Kallestad  Endoplate  RID(34001) 

Kallestad  Quantipiate  RID( 34003) 

Kent  Radial  Immunodiffusion  Test(34010) 
The  Binding  Site  Human  Haptoglobin 
RID(61082) 

Analyte:  (2513)  Helicobacter  Pylori 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
BioWhittaker  FlAX  System(07328) 
BioWhittaker  PYLORI  STAT(07340) 
Biomerica  GAP-IgG  EL1SA(07245) 

Hycor  PYLORAGEN  H.  pylori  Test 
Kit(25049) 

Meridian  Premier  Helicobacter  pylori  HM- 
CAP(40105) 

Quidel  Helicobacter  pyl(Hi  Microwell  ELA 
Test(52012) 

Analyte:  (2519)  Hepatitis  A  Virus  Antibody 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
ADI  Heprofile  Anti-HAV  IgM  EIA(04001) 
Abbott  0CA4MANI^  Systein(04334) 

Abbott  HAVAB  E1A(04046) 

Abbott  HAVAB  R1A(04047) 

Abbott  HAVAB-M  EIA(04048) 

Abbott  HAVAB-M  R1A(04049) 

Organon  Teknika  Hepanostika  Anti-HAV  IgM 
Microelisa  System(4€030) 

Organon  Teknika  Hepanosdka  Anti-HAV 
Microelisa  Total  Ab.(46031) 

Sorin  Biomedica  AB-HAVK(580S5) 

Sorin  Biomedica  ETI  AB-HAVK(582S2) 

Sorin  Biomedica  HA-IgMK  (IRMA)(58063) 
Syva  MicroTrak  II  Totd  Anti-HAV 
EIA(58142) 

Syva  I^croTrak  Total  Anti-HAV  EIA(58155) 
Analyte:  (2521)  Hepatitis  B  Core  Antfl>ody 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  COMMANDER  Sy8tem(04334) 

Abbott  CORAB(04040) 

Abbott  CORAB-M(04041) 

Abbott  CORZYME(04O42) 

Abbott  CORZYME-M  (r-DNAK04369) 

Genetic  Systems  Anti-HBc  EIA(22059) 
Organon  Teknika  Hepanostika  ANTIOORE 
Microelisa  System(46029) 

Ortho  HBc  EUSA(46070) 

Sorin  Bicnnedica  AB-COREK,  AB-GOREK 
)(58054) 

Sorin  Biomedica  CORE-IgMK  (IRMAK58057) 
Sorin  Biomedica  ETI-AB-CX)REK 
(E1A)(58060) 

Syva  MicroTrak  IgM  Anti-HBcore  EIA(58156) 
Analyte:  (2523)  Hepatitis  B  SurCsce  Antibody 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
ADI  Heprofile  Anti-HBs(04269) 

Abbott  AUSAB  (EIA)(04024) 

Abbott  AUSAB  (RIA)(04025) 

Abbott  AUSAB  Quantitation  Panel(04026) 
Abbott  COMMANDER  System(04334) 
Organon  Teknika  Microplate  Anti-HBs 
EIA(46034) 

Sorin  Biomedica  AB-AUK-3  (RIA)(58053) 

Analyte:  (2524)  Hepatitis  B  Surface  Antigen 
(HBsAg) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
ADI  Heprofile  HBsAg(04270) 

ADI  Heprofile  HBsAg  Specificity  Test 
Kit(04268) 

Abbott  AUSCELL  (RPHA)(04027) 

Abbott  AUSCELL  Confirmatory  Test 
(RPHA)({)4028) 

Abbott  AUSRIA  (RIAK04029) 

Abbott  AUSZYME  Confirmatory  Te8t(04031) 
Abbott  AUSZYME  MONOCLONAL 
(EIA)(04030) 

Abbott  COMMANDER  System(04334) 

Genetic  Systems  HBsAg  Confirmatory 
Test(22060) 

Genetic  Systems  HBsAg  EIA(22061) 

Organon  NML  ELISA  HBsAg  Confimatory 
Te8t(46005) 

Organon  NML  ELISA  HBsAg  Screening 
Test(46006) 

Organon  NML  RIA  HBsAg  Confirmatory 
Test(46010) 

Organon  NML  RIA  HBsAg  Screening 
Test(46011) 

Ortho  Antibody  to  HBsAg  ELISA 
Confirmatory  Test(46041) 


Ortho  Antibody  to  HBsAg  ELISA  Test  System 
n(46042) 

Phannacia  Hepatitis  B  Surface  Antigen 
Confirmato^  Test(49007) 

Pharmacia  Hepatitis  B  Surface  Antigen- 
AntiHBs  EUSA(49008) 

Sorin  Biomediba  AUK-3,  AUK  3) 
(R1A)(58056) 

So^  Biomedica  Confirmatory  Test(58058) 
Analyte:  (2525)  Hepatilis  Be  Antibody 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Al4x}tt  COMMANDER  System(04334) 

Abbott  HBe  (rDNA)  E1A(04050) 

Abbott  HBe  RIA(040S1) 

Organon  Teknika  Hepanostika  HBeAg/Anti- 
HBe  Microelisa(46032) 

Sorin  Biomedica  EBK  (R1A)(58059) 

Sorin  Biomedica  ETI-EBK  (EIAK58061) 

Syva  MicroTrak  HBeAg/Anti-I^  ELA(58154) 
Syva  MicroTrak  II  Anti-HBe  ELA(58144) 

Analyte:  (2526)  Hepatitis  Be  Antigen 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abbott  COMMANDER  System(04334) 

Abbott  HBe  (rDNA)  E1A(04050) 

Abbott  HBe  RI^04051) 

Organon  Teknika  Hepanostika  HBeAg/Anti- 
HBe  Microeiisa(46032) 

Sorin  Bicnnedica  l^K  (R1AH58059) 

Sorin  Biomedica  ETI-^K  (EIA)(S8061) 

Syva  MicroTrak  HBeAg/Anti-Hte  EIA(S8154) 
Syva  MicroTrak  II  HBeAg  EIA(S8143) 

Analyte:  (2527)  Hepatitis  C  Virus  Antibody 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  COMMANDER  System(04334) 

Abbott  HCV-EIA(04052) 

Ortho  HCV  EUSA(46071) 

Analyte:  (2528)  Hepatitis  Delta  Antibody 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Anti-delta-EIA(04032) 

Abbott  Anti-delta-RIA(04033) 

Analyte;  (2530)  Herpes  Simplex  I  and/or  D 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Amico  Amizyme  HSV  Ab  Te8t(04161) 
Analytab  ACCU-LYZA  HSV-1  and  HSV-2 
ELISA  Test  System(04343) 

Baxter  Bartels  PRIMA  HSV  1  IgG  EIA(07288) 
Baxter  Bartels  PRIMA  HSV  1  IgM  EIA(07289) 
Baxter  Bartels  PRIMA  HSV  2 1^  E1A(07287) 
Baxter  Bartels  PRIMA  HSV  2  IgM  BIA(07286) 
BioWhittaker  FlAX  System(07328) 
BioWhittaker  HERPEUSA  0(07329) 
BioWhittaker  HERPES  lft2  STAT(07330) 
BioWhittaker  HERPES  STAT(07331) 

Bion  HSVl-G  or  HSV2-<;  Test 
System(07157) 

Diagnostic  Technology  HSV  Check(13049) 
Diamedix  Herpes  1  ft  2  Microassay(13242) 
General  Biometrics  Herpes  simplex  Virus  IgG 
IFA  Test(22146) 

General  Biometrics  Herpes  simplex  Viius 
IgM  IFA  Test(22147) 

Gull  Uboratories  HSV  IgG  IFA  Test(22083) 
Gull  Laboratories  HSV  IgM  IFA  Test(22084) 
Gull  Laboratories  HSV-1  IgG  ELISA(2208S) 
Gull  Laboratories  HSV-1  IgM  BL1SA(22086) 
Gull  Uboratories  HSV-2  IgG  EUSA(22087) 
Gull  Uboratories  HSV-2  IgM  EUSA(22088) 
Incstar  Clin-EUSA  Herpes  simplex  *''ype-l 
IgG(28221) 
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Incstar  CUn-EUSA  Herpes  simplex  Type-2 
IgG(28222) 

Incstar  Fluoro-Kit(28042) 

Ortho  Herpes  simplex  virus  Antibodies 
Flu(Ht)set(46073) 

Pharmacia  Herpes  simplex  Virus,  Type  1  IgG 
ELISA(49024) 

Pharmacia  Herpes  simplex  Virus,  Type  2  IgG 
ELISA(49023) 

Sigma  SIA  Herpes  1  and  Herpes  2(58196) 
Virgo  Herpes  Simplex  Virus  Type  1  Antibody 
IFATest(67022) 

Virgo  Herpes  Simplex  Virus  Type  2  Antibody 
IFA  Te8t(67023) 

Zeiu  HSV  Antibody  Test  Sy8tem(79009) 

Zeus  HSV-1  and  HSV-2  IgG  EUSA  Test 
Sy8tems(79010) 

Analyte:  (2541)  HistamirM 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Biomerica  RIA  Test  Kit(07256) 

Arul]rte:  (2531)  Histoplasina  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Inununo-Mycologics  ID-Histo  Antibody 
S]ntem(28030) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  Premier  Histoplasma 
E1A(40134) 

Analyte:  (2801)  Immune  Complexes  (QC) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diamedix  Circulating  Immune 
Complexe8(13243) 

Quidel  aC-Clq  EIA(52004) 

(^idel  QC-Raii  Cell  Replacement  ELA(52005) 
Sigma  SLA  Inunune  Complexes(S8197) 

Analyte:  (2802)  Immunoglobulins — 
Monoclonal/Polyclonal 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Helena  Laboratories  Titan  Gel 
ImmunoFix(25008) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  Gel  InununoFix 
Plus(23060) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  Gel 
Immunoelectrophoresis(25009) 

Heletm  Laboratories  Titan  IV 
Irrununoelectrophorefis(25061) 

Kallestad  Inununoelectrophoresis 
System(34002) 

Analyte:  (2803)  Immunoglobulins  IgA 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Beckrrun  Auto  10^07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Behring  Nor^partigen  Kit(07119) 

Behring  S-partigen  lCit(07246) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

BioWbittaker  FLAX  System(07328) 

Helena  Laboratories  Low  L^l  Quiplate 
System  for  RID(25055) 

Heletw  Laboratwies  Quiplate  System  for 
RID(25005) 

Hycor  Accuplate(25024) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
UI(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
PIus(28184) 

Kallestad  Endoplate  Low  Level 
ImmunoglobtUin  Test  Kit(34036)  < 
Kallestad  ^doplate  R10(34001) 


Kallestad  Quantiplate  RID(34003) 

Kent  Radial  Immunodifiusion  Test(34010) 
Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  SPIA 
Test  Ki^55074) 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Inununoglobulin 
G,A,M  Polyclorul  RIO(61067) 

Analyte:  (2804)  Immurmglobulins  IgD 
Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Helena  Laboratories  Quiplate  System  for 
RID(25005) 

Hycor  Accuplate(25024) 

K^lestad  Endoplate  R1D(34001) 

Kallestad  Quantiplate  RID(34003) 

Kent  Radial  ItrununodiSusion  Te8t(34010) 
The  Binding  Site  Human  Irmnimoglobulin  D 
RID(61076) 

Anal]rte:  (2805)  Immunoglobuliiu  IgE 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
ALeiCHEK  FlipSCREEN  Total  IgE(04005) 
BioWbittaker  3M  Total  IgE  II  FAST 
Tost(07318) 

BioWbittaker  FLAX  System(07328) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  Lite(10055) 

Dexall  Biomedical  Aller^  ActiTip 
System(13207) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  AlaSTAT  Total 
1^(13027) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A-Count 
IRMA(13109) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Hybritech  Tandem-E(25022) 

Hybritech  Tandem-R(25023) 

Is^unotech  EZ-BEAD  ELA  Kit(28173) 
Kallestad  Allercoat  EAST(34042) 

Kallestad  Allercoat  RAST(34043) 

Kallestad  QuantiCLONE(34032) 

Kallestad  Quantizyme  1^(34033) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  IgE  Quant(37008) 

MAST  CLA  Allergy  Systems 
(chemiluminescence)(4011 2) 

Medix  Biotech  IgE  Enzyme  Immunoassay 
Test(40102) 

Nichols  Institute  Allegro  IgE(43009) 
Pharmacia  CAP  System  IgE  I^LA(49046) 
Pharmacia  CAP  System  IgE  RIA(49049) 
Pharmacia  IgE  ELA(49032) 

Pharmacia  IgE  EIA  Ultra(49035) 

Pharmacia  IgE  RIA(49033) 

Pharmacia  IgE  RIA  Ultra(49036) 

Pharmacia  IgE  RLACT(49034) 

Pharmacia  Phadebas  I^  PRIST(49040) 
Phanrracia  Phadezym  IgE  PRIST(49039) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  Total  IgE  Microplate(58231) 
Serono  Baker  Serozyme(58091) 

Serono  Diagnostics  Serozyme(58251) 

Ventrex  PD  I^  RIA(67060) 

Ventrex  Total  IgE  ELA  Extended 
Range(67058) 

Ventrex  Total  IgE  RIA  Extended 
Range(67061) 

Analyte:  (2806)  Immimoglobulins  IgG 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Behring  Nor-partigen  Kit(07119) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

BioWbittaker  FLAX  System(07328) 

Helena  Laboratories  Low  Level  Quiplate 
System  for  RID(25055) 


Helerra  Laboratories  Quiplate  RID  Mid-Level 
IgG(250S6) 

Helena  Laboratories  Quiplate  System  for 
RID(25005) 

Hycor  Accuplate(2S024) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  10 
Plus(28184) 

Kallestad  Endoplate  Low  Level 
Immunoglob^in  Test  Kit(34036) 

Kallestad  Endoplate  RID(34001) 

Kallestad  Endoplate  Ultra  Low  Level  IgG  Test 
Kit(34034) 

Kallestad  Quantiplate  R1D( 34003) 

Kent  Radial  Immunodiffusion  Test(34010) 
Reagents  Applicatiorrs  RAICHEM  SPIA  Test 
Kit(5S074) 

The  Bindirrg  Site  Human  Irrrmunoglobulin 
G,A,M  Polyclortal  RID(61067) 

Analyte:  (2807)  Immunoglobulins  IgG 
Subclasses 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Janssen  Biochemica  IgG  subclasses  ELISA 
Kit(31001) 

The  Binding  Site  BINDAZYME  Hitman  IgG 
Subclasses  EIA(61084) 

The  Binding  Site  Human  IgG  Subclasses 
Monoclonal  RID(61070) 

The  Binding  Site  Human  IgG  Subclasses 
Single  Dilution  RID(61071) 

Analyte:  (2808)  Immunoglobulins  IgM 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Beckman  Auto  1CS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  0(07382) 

Behring  Nor-partigen  Kit(07119) 

Behring  S-partigen  Kit(07246) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

BioWbittaker  FIAX  System(07328) 

Helena  Laboratories  Low  Level  Quiplate 
System  for  R1D(2505S) 

Helena  Laboratories  Quiplate  System  for 
RID(25005) 

Hycor  Accuplate(25024) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
10(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  01 
Plus(28184) 

Kallestad  Endoplate  Low  Level  IgM  Test 
Kit(34035) 

Kallestad  Endoplate  RID(34001) 

Kallestad  Quantiplate  RID(34003) 

Kent  Radial  Immunodiffusion  Test(34010) 
Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  SPIA  Test 
Kit(55074) 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Immunoglobulin 
G,A,M  Polyclonal  RID(61067) 

Anal3rte:  (2810)  Influenza  A  Antibodies 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Bio-Medical  Virotech  ELISA  Antibody 
Test(07313) 

Analyte:  (2811)  Influeiua  B  Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Bio-Medical  Virotech  ELISA  Antibody 
Test(07313) 

Analyte:  (2817)  Intrinsic  Factor  Blocking 
Antibody  (IFbAb) 
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Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diamostic  Products  Corp.  Solid 
Phase(13112) 

Analyte:  (3402)  Ka{^a  Light  Chaine 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  IV  Double 
Diffusion(25039) 

Analyte:  (370S)  Lambda  Light  Chains 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  0(07382) 

Helena  Labwatories  Titan  IV  Double 
Diffusion(2S039) 

Analyte:  (3707)  Legionella  Antibodieo 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
MarDx  Legionella  IFA  Test  System(40010) 
Organon  Teknika  Legionella  IFA  Kit  1(46033) 
Scimedx  Lyme  Detect  Test  System! 58025) 
Zeus  Legionella  IFA  Antibody  Test 
Sy8tem(79013) 

Analyte:  (3718)  Leptospira  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Hillcrest  Biologicals  Leptospirosis 
1HA(2S047) 

Analyte:  (3714)  Lyme  Disease  Antibodies 
(Borrelia  Burgdoitei  Abs) 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Analytab  API  Lyme  ELISA  Test  Kit(04328) 
Baxter  Bartels  PRIMA  Lyme  Disease 
EIA(07298) 

BioWhittaker  3M  IgC/IgM  FASTLYME 
Test(07317) 

BioWhittaker  FlAX  System(07328) 
BioWhittaker  LYME  STAT(07332) 
BioWhittaker  LYME  STAT  M(07333) 
Cambridge  Biotech  Human  Lyme  EIA(10009) 
Diamedix  Lyme  Disease  Microas8ay(13244) 
Diamedix  Lyme  IgM  Microassay{13170) 
General  Biometrics  ImmunoWELL  Borrelia 
(Lyme)  Test( 22048) 

General  Biometrics  InununoWELL 
Recombinant  P39  (Lyme)  Test(22054) 

Gull  Laboratories  Lyme  IgM  BL1SA(22089) 
Hillcrest  Biologicals  Lyme  Disease 
EUSA(25050) 

Hillcrest  Biologicals  Lyme  Disease  IFA  (IgC) 
Test(25044) 

MarDx  Lyme  Disease  EIA  (IgM  8  IgG)(40011) 
MarDx  Lyme  Disease  EIA  1^40012) 

MarDx  Lyme  Disease  EIA  1^(40013) 

MarDx  Lyme  Disease  IgG  IFA  Test  ^ 
System(40014) 

MarDx  Lynw  Disease  IgM  IFA  Test 
System(40015) 

SanoG  Pasteur  Platelia  Lyme(58137) 
Scimedx  Lyme  Detect  Test  System(58025) 
Sigma  SIA  Lyme  Disease(S8100) 

Zeus  Lyme  Disease  IFA  Antibody  Test 
System(79014) 

Zeus  Lyme  ELISA  Combo  Test 
System(79015) 

Zeus  Lyme  IgG  ELISA  Test  S3rstein(79016) 
Zeus  Lyme  IgM  ELISA  Test  SysteiD(70017) 

Analyte:  (3717)  Lyaox]rma 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Kallestad  Quantiplate  RID(34003) 

Analyte:  (4007)  Mumps  AntEbodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
BioWhittaker  FLAX  Sv8tem(07328) 
BioWhittaker  MUMPSTAT(07337) 
Pharmacia  Mumps  IgG  EL1SA(49020) 

Virgo  Mumps  Antib^y  IFA  Test(67025) 

Analyte:  (4018)  Mycoplasma  Pnenmonia 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
BioWhittaker  FI  AX  SYStem(07328) 
BioWhittaker  MYCOPLASMA  STAT(07338) 
BioWhittaker  MYCOPLASMEUSA  0(07339) 
Incstar  IgM-MP  Reverse  ELISA  Kit(28044) 
Incstar  Mp  Test  IgM/IgG  MA  Reverse  EU^ 
Kit(28047) 

Seradyn  Color  Vue  •  Mycoplasma 
pneumoniaf 5804 1 ) 

Zeus  MP  IgC  IFA  Test  System(79019) 

Zeus  MP  IgM  IFA  Test  System(79020) 

Analyte:  (4911)  Prealbumin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICSf07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11107382) 

Behring  M-partigen  Kit(07118) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Kent  Radial  Immunodiffusion  Te8t(34010) 
The  Binding  Site  Human  Prealbumin 
RID(61083) 

Analyte:  (4916)  Properdin  Factor  B 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Kent  Radial  Immunodiffusion  Te8t(34010) 

Analyte:  (4919)  Prostatic  Specific  Antigen 
(PSA) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Hybritech  Tandem-E(25022) 

Hybritech  Tandem-R(25023) 

Analjde:  (4920)  Protein  FractuuM 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Beckman  Paragon  HRE  Electrophoresis 
Kit(07370) 

Beckman  Paragon  Immunoelectrophoresis 
(lEP)  Kit(07374) 

Beckinan  Paragon  Immunofixation 
Electrophoresis  (IFE)  Kit(07375) 

Beckman  Paragon  SPE  Electrophoresis 
Kit(07369) 

Beckman  Paragon  SPE-II  Electrophoresis 
Kit(07368) 

Helena  Lab.  Titan  Gel  Multi-Slot  SP 
Electrophoresis  System(25063) 

Helena  Laboratories  REP  SPE(25117) 

Helena  Laboratories  REP  SPE  Hi  Res-15 
Procedure(25068) 

Helena  Laboratories  REP  SPE  PIus(25066) 
Helena  Laboratories  REP  SPE  Plus  (Ponceau 
S)(25069) 

Helena  Lalmratories  REP  SPE  Template 
(Ponceau  S)  Proced.(25064) 

Helena  Laboratories  REP  SPE  Template 
Procedure(25067) 


Helena  Laboratories  Super  Z  Serum  Protein 
Kit(25006) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  Gel  High 
Resolution  Protein  Kit(25007) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  Gel  Serum  Protein 
System(25062) 

Analyte:  (5504)  Respiratory  Syncytial  Virus 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Gull  Laboratories  RSV  Antibodies  IFA 
Te8t(22091) 

Virgo  RSV  Antibody  IFA  Test(67026) 
Anal3rte:  (5508)  Rheumatoid  Factor  (RF) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
ALeiCHEK  RF  As8ayf04007) 

Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11107382) 

BioWhittaker  FLAX  System(07328) 

Diamedix  RF  Microas8ay(13245) 

Hemagen  RF(25013) 

Sigma  SLA  Rheumatoid  Factor( 58216) 

Analyte:  (5512)  Rickettsia  Rickettsii  Ah 
(Roci^  Mt.  Spotted  Fevw) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Hillcrest  Biologicals  Rickettsia  IFA  (IgG) 
Test(25045) 

Hillcrest  Biologicals  Rickettsia  IFA  (IgM) 
Test(25046) 

Analyte:  (5514)  Rickettsia  Typhi  Ah  (Typhus 
Antibodies) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Hillcrest  Biologicals  Rickettsia  IFA  (IgG) 
Test(25045) 

Hillcrest  Biologicals  Rickettsia  IFA  (IgM) 
Test(25046) 

Anal]rte:  (5510)  Rubella  Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Rubazyme(04065) 

Abbott  Rubazyme-M(04066) 

Analytab  ACCU-LYZA  Rubella  IgG  ELISA 
Test  System(04337) 

Analytab  ACCU-LYZA  Rubella  IgM  ELISA 
Test  System(04339) 

Baxter  Bartels  PRIMA  Rubella  IgG 
EIA(07295) 

Baxter  Bartels  PRIMA  Rubella  IgM 
EIA(07294) 

BioWhittaker  FIAX  System(07328) 
BioWhittaker  RUBECAP-M(07341) 
BioWhittaker  RUBEUSA  U(07342) 
BioWhittaker  RUBESTAT(07343) 
BioWhittaker  RUBESTAT  M(07344) 
Diamedix  Rubella  IgG  Microassay(13227) 
Gull  Laboratories  Rubella  IgG  EL1SA(22092) 
Gull  Laboratories  Rubella  IgM  EL1SA(22093) 
Incstar  Clin-EUSA  Rubella  lgG(28217) 
Pharmacia  Rubella  IgG  ELISA(4902S) 

SanoG  Pasteur  Platelia  Rubella  IgG(58136) 
Sigma  SIA  Rubella  IgG(58101) 

Sigma  SIA  Rubella  IgM(58102) 

Syva  MicroTrak  Rubella-G  E1A(56149) 

Syva  MicroTrak  Rubella-M  EIA(58150) 

Virgo  Rubella  Antibody  IFA  Test(67027) 
Zeus  Rubella  IgG  ELISA  Test  SyBtem(7W23) 
Zeus  Rubella  IgM  ELISA  Test  System(79036) 

Analyte:  (5511)  Rubeola  Antibodies 
(Measles) 
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Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  Bartels  PRIMA  Rubeola  IgG 
ElA(072gi) 

Baxter  Bartels  PRIMA  Rubeola  IgM 
EIA(07290) 

Bio-Medical  Virotech  ELISA  Antibody 
Test(07313) 

BioVyrhittaker  FIAX  System(07328) 
BioWhittaker  MEASELBSTAT(07334) 
BioWhittaker  MEASELESTAT  M(0733S) 
BioWhittaker  MEASEUSA  0(07336) 

Bion  Measles-G  Antibody  Test 
Sy8tem(07158) 

Bion  Measles-M  Antibody  Test 
System(0715g) 

Diamedix  Measels  IgG  Microa88ay(13246) 

Gull  Laboratories  Rubeola  IFA  Antibodies 
Test(220g4) 

Gull  Laboratories  Rubeola  IgG  ELISA(22095) 
Gull  Laboratories  Rubeola  1^  ELISA(220g6) 
Incstar  Clin-EUSA  Rubeola  IgG( 28218) 
Pharmacia  Measles  IgG  ELISA(4g026) 
Pharmacia  Measles  IgM  ELISA(4g027) 

Sigma  SI  A  Measles  1^58176) 

Sigma  SLA  Measles  1^(58177) 

Viigo  Measles  Antib^y  IFA  Test(67024) 

Zeus  Measles  Test  System(7g021) 

Analyte:  (S803)  Schistosoma  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amico  Amizyme  Schistosoma  species  Ab 
Test  Sy8tem(04162) 

Analyte:  (5818)  Staphylococcus  Aureus 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Meridian  Diagnostics  Endo-Staph(40106) 
Analyte:  (6101)  TSH  Receptor  Antibody 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Kronus  Kalibre-R  TSH  Receptor  (TRAb) 
iat(34022) 

Analyte:  (6128)  Taenia  Solium  Antibodies 
(Cjrsdcercosis) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
LMD  Laboratories  Cysticercosis  Microtiter 
EUSA  (spectro)(37022) 

LMD  Laboratories  Cysticercosis  Microtiter 
ELISA  (visual)(3704g) 

Anal]rte:  (6113)  Toxoplasma  Gondii 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Toxo-G  ElA  Kit(0407g) 

Abbott  Toxo-M  EIA  iat(04080) 

Amico  Amizyme  Toxoplasma  gondii  Ab  Test 
System(04163) 

Andytab  AOCU-LY21A  Toxo  IgG  ELISA  Test 
System(04336) 

Analytab  AOCU-LYZA  Toxo  IgM  EUSA  Test 
System(04342) 

Baxter  Bartels  PMMA  Toxoplasma  IgG 
EIA(07292) 

Baxter  Bartels  PRIMA  Toxoplasma  IgM 
EIA(072g3) 

BioWhittaker  FIAX  System(07328) 
BioWhittaker  TOXOCAP-M(07347) 
BioWhittaker  TOXOEUSA  U(07348) 
BioWhittaker  TOXC)STAT(07349) 
BioWhittaker  TOXOSTAT  M(07350) 
Diagnostic  Technology  Toxo/IgM 
Check(13052) 


Diamedix  Toxoplasma  IgG 
Micioassay(13232) 

Diamedix  Toxoplasma  IgM 
Microassay(13233) 

General  Biometrics  Toxoplasmosis  IgG  IFA 
Te8t(22149) 

General  Biometrics  Toxoplasmosis  IgM  IFA 
Test(22148) 

Gull  Laboratories  Toxo  IFA  Antibodies 
Test(220g7) 

Gull  Laboratories  Toxo  IgG  EUSA(220g8) 
Gull  Laboratories  Toxo  1^  EUSA(220gg) 
Gull  Laboratories  Toxo  I^  IFA  Te8t(22100) 
Incstar  Clin-EUSA  Toxoplasma  gonchi 
IgG(28215) 

Incstar  Clin-EUSA  Toxoplasma  gondii 
IgM(28216) 

Incstar  Fluoro-lCit(28042) 

LMD  Laboratories  Toxoplasma  IgG  Microtiter 
EUSA  (spectro)(37021) 

LMD  Laboratories  Toxoplasma  IgG  Microtiter 
EUSA  (visual)(37051) 

Organon  Teknika  Toxo  ERA  Kit  1(46035) 
Pharmacia  Toxoplasma  gondii  IgG 
EUSA(49028) 

Sanofi  Pasteur  Platelia  Toxo  IgG(58138) 
Sanofi  Pasteur  Platelia  Toxo  IgM(58139) 
Sigma  SIA  Toxoplasma  IgG(5817g) 

Sigma  SIA  Toxoplasma  IgM(58198) 

Syva  MicroTrak  Toxo^j  EIA(58146) 

Syva  MicroTrak  Toxo-M  EIA(58145) 

Virgo  Toxoplasma  gondii  Antibody  IFA 
Test(67028) 

Wampole  TPM-TEST(70089) 

2teus  IFA  Toxoplasma  Test  System(79011) 
Zeus  TOXO  IgG  EUSA  Test  System(79026) 
Zeus  TOXO  IgM  EUSA  Test  System(79027) 

Analyte:  (6114)  Transferrin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Behring  Nor-partigen  Kit(07119) 

BioOiem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

BioWhittaker  FIAX  System(07328) 

Helena  Laboratories  Quiplate  System  for 
RID(2500S) 

Hycor  Accuplate(25024) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  HI 
Plus(28184) 

Kallestad  Endoplate  RID(34001) 

Kallestad  Quantiplate  RID(34003) 

Kent  Radial  Immunodiffusion  Test(34010) 
Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  SPIA  Test 
Kit(55074) 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Transferrin 
RID(61069) 

Analyte:  (6115)  Treponema  Pallidum 
Antibodies  (Includes  Reagin) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
ADI  Visuwell  Reagin 
(spectrophotometric)(04366) . 

ADI  Visuwell  Reagin  (visual)(04003) 

Ames  Sera-tek(04153) 

Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Reagents  for  Syphilis 
Serol.  (FTA-ABS)(07250) 

Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Syphilis  Serology 
Reagents  (VDRL)(07249) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Syphilis-G  Test 
Kit(13166) 


Diagnostic  Chemicals  Syphilis-M  Test 
Kit(13171) 

Difco  Bacto  FTA-ABS(13163) 

Difco  Bacto  VDRL(130S7) 

Fisher  Diagnostic  VDRL(19007) 

Ganuna  Biologicals  VDRL(22116) 

Incstar  FIuoro-Kit(28042) 

MarDx  FTA-ABS  Test  System(40009) 
Olympus  PK7100  Automated  Pretransfosion 
Blo^  Test  System(46003) 

Roach  Laboratories  PTA-ABS(55073) 
Scimedx  FTA-ABS  Test  System(58022) 
Virgo  FTA-ABS  IFA  Te8t(67021) 

Zeus  FTA-ABS  Double  Stain  Test 
System(79034) 

Zeus  FTA-ABS  Test  System(79007) 

Anal]rte:  (6126)  Trichinella  Antibodies 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
LMD  Laboratories  Trichinella  Microtiter 
EUSA  (spectro)(37023) 

LMD  Laboratories  Trichinella  Microtiter 
EUSA  (visual)(37050) 

Analyte:  (6129)  Trypsin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Sorin  Biomedica  Tryp8ik(58134) 

Analyte:  (6704)  Varicella-2U>ster  Virus 
Antibodies 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
BioWhittaker  FIAX  System(07328) 
BioWhittaker  VARICEUSA  U(07351) 
BioWhittaker  VARICELLA  STAT(07352) 
Diamedix  VZV  Microassay(13247) 

Gull  Laboratories  VZV  IgG  IFA  Test(22101) 
Gull  Laboratories  VZV  IgM  IFA  Test(2212S) 
Incstar  Clin-EUSA  Varicella  zoster 
IgG(28227) 

Pharmacia  Varicella-Zoster  Virus  IgG 
EUSA(49030) 

Pharmacia  Varicella-Zoster  Virus  IgM 
EUSAH^29) 

Sigma  SIA  VZV  IgG(58199) 

Virgo  Varicella-zoster  Antibody  IFA 
Test(67029) 

Zeus  VZ  IgG  IFA  Test  System(79028) 
Speciality/Subspeciality:  Hematology 

Analyte:  (0461)  Activated  Clotting  Time 
(ACT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

All  Manual  Tilt-Tube  Coagulation 
Procedures(04424) 

Analyte:  (0409)  Activated  Partial 
Thromboplastin  Time  (APTT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  Tilt-Tube  Coagulation 
Procedures(04424) 

Analyte:  (0463)  Alpha-Z-Antiplasmin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostica  Stago  STACHROM 
Antiplasmin(13209) 

Helena  Laboratories  Chromogenic  Systems 
Analyzer  1200(25111) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
200(28075) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
2000(28076) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
300(28077) 
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Analytw  (0716)  Body  Fluid  Mkroacopic 
Elemwiti 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 


Instnimentation  Laboratoiy  IL  ACL  300 
Plus(28197) 

Instrumentation  Laboratoiy  IL  ACL 
3000(28078) 

Instrumentation  Labraatoiy  IL  ACL  3000 
Plus(2807g) 

Instrumentation  Laboratoiy  IL  ACL 
810(28080) 

Medical  Lab^tory  MLA  Electra  1000 
C(40037) 

Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900 
C(40042) 

Oigmon  Teknika  Chiranostrate  Alpha-2- 
Antiplasmin  Assay(46094) 

Analyte:  (0483)  Antiplasmin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
American  Bioproducts  STACHROM 
Antiplasmin  Test  IGt(04428) 

Ortho  Koagulab  CTS(46128) 

Analyte:  (0456)  Antithrombin  III  (ATUl) 

Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 

American  Diagnostica  Actichiome 
Antithrombin  111(04358) 

Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Behring  Nor-partigen  Kit(07119) 

Bio/Data  PAP-4C(07193) 

Diagnostica  Stago  UATEST  AT  111(13152) 
Helena  Laboratories  Chiomogenic  Systems 
Analyzer  1200(25111) 

Helena  Laboratories  Quiplate  System  for 
RID(25005) 

Instnimentation  Laboratoiy  IL  ACL 
100(28073) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  . 
200(28075) 

Instrumentation  Laboratoiy  IL  ACL 
2000(28076) 

Instrumentation  Laboratoiy  IL  ACL 
300(28077) 

Instrumentation  Laboratoiy  IL  ACL  300 
Plus(28197) 

Instrumentation  Laboratoiy  IL  ACL 
3000(28078) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  3000 
Plus(2807g) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
810(28080) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  m 
Plus(28184) 

Kent  Radial  Immunodiffusion  Test(34010) 
LAbor  COA  Data  2000(37034) 

LAbor  COA  Screener(37033) 

LAbor  COA  System(37035) 

LAbor  CoaData  3000(37066) 

Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  1000 
0(40037) 

Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900 
C(40042) 

Orgwon  Teknika  Cbromostrate  Antithrombin 
ni  Assay(46093) 

Ortho  Ko^lab  CrrS(46128) 

Sigma  AccuStasis  1000(58049) 

Sigma  AccuStasis  2000(58050) 

The  Binding  Site  Human  Antithrombin  in 
R1D(61068) 

Analyte:  (0713)  Beta-Thromboglobulin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostica  Stago  ASSERACHROM  B- 
TG(13128) 


All  Body  Fluid  Elements  Microscopic  ID 
Procedures(04130) 

Analyte:  (1061)  Cerebrospinal  Fluid 
Mkroocopk  Elements 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  Cerebrospinal  Fluid  Cell  Count 
Procedures(04363) 

Analyte:  (1044)  Coagulation  Factors 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  Tilt-Tube  Coagulation 
Procedures(04424) 

American  Scientific  Fibrometer(04145) 
Becton  Dickinson  BBL  Fibrometer(070M) 
Bio/Data  PAP-4C(07193) 

Biopool  Spectrolyse  Factor  Vin<X07217) 
Diagnostica  Stago  ST4(13218) 

Diagnostica  Stago  Stachrom  Vin<Xl3146) 
General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate 
2001(22138) 

General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate  Dual 
Channel(22137) 

General  Diagnostics  Coag-A-Mate  X2(22057) 
Helena  Laboratories  Casrade  480(25002) 
Helena  Laboratories  Chromogenic  Systems 
Analyzer  1200(25111) 

Instnunentation  Laboratoiy  IL  ACL 
100(28073) 

Instrumentation  Laboratoiy  IL  ACL 
1000(28074) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
200(28075) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
2000(28076) 

Instrumentation  Laboratoiy  IL  ACL 
300(28077) 

Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300 
Plus(28197) 

Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
3000(28078) 

Instnunentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  3000 
Plus(28079) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
810(28080) 

LAbor  COA  Data  2000(37034) 

LAbor  COA  Screener(37033) 

LAbor  COA  System(37035) 

LAbor  CoaData  3000(37066) 

Lancer  Coagulyzer  }r.  111(37025) 

Logos  elvi  818  Digiclot(37013) 

Logos  elvi  819  Multi  Clot(37014) 

Logos  elvi  820  Digiclot  11(37015) 

M^ical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  1000 
C(40037) 

Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  750(40039) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  800(40040) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  800  (with 
data  management)(40122) 

Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900(40041) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900 
C(40042) 

Orgmon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  RA4(46019) 
Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  XC(46021) 
Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  XC 
Plus(46022) 

Organon  Teknika  Coag-A-Mate  XM(46023) 
Or&o  KoaguLab  M(46111) 

Ortho  Koagulab  16S(46074) 

Ortho  Koi^ulab  32-^46123) 

Ortho  Koa^lab  40-A(46076) 


Ortho  Koagulab  60-S(46122) 

Sherwood  Medical  Coagulizer  )r.(56140) 
Sigma  AccuStasis  1000(58049) 

Sigma  AccuStasis  2000(58050) 

TECO  Coatron  F2(61065) 

TECO  Coatron  11(61047) 

TECO  Coatron  )r(61048) 

Analyte:  (1616)  Eoainophila 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  Eosinophil  Count 
Procedures(04353) 

Analyte:  (1917)  Factor  DC  Antigen 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Diagnostica  Stago  ASSERACHROM 
IX:Ag(13134) 

Diagnostica  St^  Assera-PIate  IX:Ag(13142) 
Analyte:  (1915)  Factor  Vm  Related  Antigen 
Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 

Helena  Laboratories  Factor  Vin  Related 
Antigen  Rocket  Sys.(25031) 

International  Immimoassay  Labs  EIA-F8 
Kit(28155) 

Analyte:  (1920)  Factor  X 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  in 
Plus(28184) 

Analyte:  (1904)  Fibrin  Split  Products  (Fibrin 
Degradation) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
American  Diagnostica  Dimertest  StripWeU 
EIA  Kit(04425) 

Diagnostica  Stago  ASSERACHROM  D- 
Di(13135) 

Organon  Teknika  Fibrinostika  FbDP 
Midoelisa  S)rstem(46112) 

Sigma  Fibrin/Fibrinogen  Degradation 
Products(S8222) 

Analyte:  (1905)  Fibrinogen 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
ni(28183) 

Instnunentation  Laboratoiy  Multistat  m 
Plus(28184) 

Organon  Teknika  Fibriquik(46118) 

Analyte:  (1916)  Fibrinopeptide  A 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostica  Stago  ASSERACHROM 
FPA(13132) 

Analyte:  (1921)  Fibronectin 
Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Instrumentation  Laboratoiy  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  ni 
Plus(28164) 

Analyte:  (2515)  Hemoglobin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Data  Medical  Associates  Hemoglobin 
Determination(13250) 
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Electronucleonics  FLEXIGBM(16010) 
Mallincloodt  SercHnetor  370(40126) 

Poicte  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzei(49064) 

Seradyn  Hemoglobin  Detemiinaticm(58171) 
Seradyn  Quick-Chem  11(58187) 

Seragen  (^ck-Chem(58186) 

Seragen  StatEase(5818S) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Plasma 
Hemoglobin(58226) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Total  Hemoglobin(58225) 
SmithKline  ESKALAB-OC;S(S8195) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Sterling  Diagnostics  Analyzer  2000(58229) 

Analyte:  (2546)  Hemoglobin  Al 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Helena  Laboratories  Heme  Spec  Plus(25116) 
Analjrte:  (2535)  Hemoglobin  A2 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Helena  Laboratories  Beta-Thal  HbA2  Quik 
Columnf25057) 

Helena  La'ooratories  Heme  Spec  PIus(25116) 
Helena  La'ooratories  Sickle-Thal  (^ik 
Column(25058) 

Isolab  Quik-Sep  Hemoglobin  A2  Test 
System(28180) 

Analyte:  (2537)  Hemoglobin  Barts 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Isolab  Quik-Sep  Alpha-Thal  Screen(28101) 
Analyte:  (2516)  Hemoglobin  F 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Helena  Laboratories  C^iiplate  System  for 
RID(25005) 

Isolab  Quik-^p  Hemoglobin  P  Assay(28102) 
isolab  Quik-Sep  Sicklc^^ll  P  Test(28103) 

Analyte:  (2544)  Hemoglobin  Fractions 
Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 

Beckman  Paragon  Acid  Hemoglobin  (Acid 
Hb)  Electropho.  Kit(07372) 

Beckman  Paragon  Hemoglobin  (Hb) 
Electrophoresis  Kit(07373) 

Helena  Laboratories  Hemoglobin 
Electrophoresis(25075) 

Helena  Laboratories  REP  Hemoglobin-30  lEF 
Procedure(25074) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  111  Hgb  ID 
Electroph(»esis(25076) 

Helena  Laboratories  Titan  IV  Qtrate  Hgb 
Electrophoresis(25073) 
isolab  ReMlve-Hb(28195) 

Analyte:  (2536)  Hemoglobin  S 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Helena  Laboratories  Heme  Spec  Plus(25116) 
Isolab  HemoCard  Hb  A  and  ^28111) 

Isolab  HemoCard  Hemoglobin  S 
Assay(28100) 

Analyte:  (2518)  Heparin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Bio/Data  PAP-4Q07193) 

Diagnostics  Stago  ST4(13218) 

Dia^ostica  Stago  Stachrom  Heparin(13144) 
Helena  Laboratories  Chromogenic  Systems 
Analyser  1200(25111) 
hutrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
200(28075) 


Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
2000(28076) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
300(28077) 

InstrumentaHon  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300 
Plus(28197) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
3000(28078) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  3000 
Plus(28079) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  in 
Plus(28184) 

LAbor  COA  System(37035) 

Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900 
C(40042) 

Organon  Teknika  C3iromo8trate  Heparin 
Anti-Xa  Assay(46091) 

Analyte:  (3716)  Leukocyte  Aggregation 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Bio/Data  PAP-4(07194) 

Bio/Data  PAP-4C(07193) 

Analyte:  (4021)  Malarial  Parasite 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Becton  Dickinson  QBC  Blood  Parasite 
Detection  Method(07214) 

Analyte:  (4940)  Plasmin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  in 
Plus(28184) 

Analyte:  (4907)  Plasminogen 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
American  Diagnostica  Actichrome 
PLG(04357) 

Bio/Data  PAP-4C(07193) 

Diagnostica  Stago  Stachium  PLG(13143) 
Helena  Laboratories  Chromogenic  Systems 
Analyzer  1200(25111) 

Helena  Laboratories  Quiplate  System  for 
R1D(2500S) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
200(28075) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
2000(28076) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
300(28077) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300 
Plus(28197) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
3000(28078) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  3000 
PIus(28079) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
810(28080) 

Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  1000 
C(40037) 

Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900 
C(40042) 

Organon  Teknika  Chromostrate  Plasminogen 
Assay(46092) 

Ortho  Koagulab  CTS(46128) 

Analyte:  (4936)  Plasminogen  Activator 
Inhibitor  (PAI) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

American  Diagnostica  Spectrolyse/ 
Fibrin(04361) 


Helena  Laboratories  Chromogenic  Systems 
Analyzer  1200(25111) 

Analyte:  (4928)  Platelet  Aggregation 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Bio/Data  PAP-4(07194) 

Bio/Data  PAP-4C(07193) 

Chrono-log  Aggregometer  400VS(10147) 
Chrono-log  Aggregometer  430VS(10149) 
Chrono-log  Aggregometer  440VS(10150) 
Chrono-log  Aggregometer  460VS(10148) 
Chrono-log  Aggregometer  470VS(10151) 
Chrono-log  Aggregometer  500Ca(10152) 
Chrono-log  Aggregometer  500VS(10154) 
Chrono-log  Aggregometer  530VS(101S5) 
Chrono-log  Aggregometer  540VS(10156) 
Chrono-log  Aggregometer  560Ca(10153) 
Chrono-log  Aggregometer  560VS(10157) 
Chrono-log  Aggregometer  570VS(10158) 
Chrono-log  P.I.C.A.(10144) 

Helena  Laboratories  PA(3KS-4(25029) 

Logos  elvi  840  Aggregometer(37012) 

Sienco  Dual  Sample  Aggregation  Meter  pP- 
247)(58119) 

Analyte:  (4908)  Platelet  Count 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  Platelet  Count  Test  Systems  and 
Procedures(04124) 

Coulter  Thrombocounter-C(10182) 

Analyte:  (4931)  Platelet  Factor  TV 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostica  Stago  ASSERACHROM 
PF4(13130) 

Analyte:  (4935)  Prekallikrein 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Helena  Laboratories  Chromogenic  Systems 
Analyzer  1200(25111) 

Analyte:  (4945)  Protamine  Rate  Titration 
(PRT) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
International  Technidyne  Hemochron 
400(28094) 

International  Technidyne  Hemochron 
401(28095) 

International  Technidyne  Hemochron 
800(28096) 

International  Technidyne  Hemochron 
801(28097) 

Analyte:  (4929)  Protein  C 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
American  Diagnostica  Rellplate  Q04359) 
Bio/Data  PAP-4C(07193) 

Biopool  Protein  C  EID  lCit(07219) 

Biopool  Spectrolyse  Protein  C(07218) 
Diagnostica  Stago  ASSERACHROM  lutein 
C(13129) 

Diagnostica  Stago  Assera-Plate  Protein 
Q13141) 

Diagnostica  Stago  ST4(13218) 

Diagnostica  Stago  Stachrom  ^tein  C(13145) 
Helena  Laboratories  Chromogenic  Systems 
Analyzer  1200(25111) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
100(28073) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
1000(28074) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
200(28075) 
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Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
2000(28076) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
300(28077) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  300 
Plus(28197) 

Iiutrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL 
3000(28078) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  IL  ACL  3000 
Plus(28079) 

LAbor  COA  Data  2000(37034) 

LAborCOA  Screener(37033) 

LAbor  COA  System(37035) 

LAbor  CoaData  3000(37066) 

Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  1000 
C(40037) 

Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900(40041) 
Medical  Laboratory  MLA  Electra  900 
Q40042) 

Ortho  Koa^lab  32-8(46123) 

Ortho  Koa^lab  CTS(46128) 

Ramco  Spectra  C(55068) 

Sigma  AccuStasis  2000(58050) 

Aiudyte:  (4930)  Protein  S 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
American  Diagnostica  Rellplate  S(04360) 
Biopool  Protein  S  EID  Kit(07220) 

Diagnostica  Stago  ASSERACHROM  Protein 
S(13131) 

Diagnostica  Stago  Assera-Plate  Protein 
S(13139) 

Diagnostica  Stago  UATEST  Protein  S(13150) 
Diagnostica  Stago  ST4(13218) 

Helena  Laboratories  Protein  S  Antigen  Rocket 
E1D(25048) 

LAbor  COA  Screener(37033) 

Analyte:  (4933)  Prothrombin  Fragment  1.2 
(FI  .2) 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Organon  Teknika  Thrambonostika(46103) 
Anal3rte:  (4922)  Prothrombin  Time  (PT) 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
All  Manual  Tilt-Tube  Coagulation 
Procedures(04424) 

Analyte:  (5502)  Red  Blood  Cell  Count 
(Erythrocyte  Count)  (RBC) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  Red  Blood  Cell  Count 
Procedures(04301 ) 

Coulter  A(10103) 

Coulter  B(10185) 

Coulter  Counter  Model  A(10180) 

Coulter  D(10186) 

Coulter  D2(10104) 

Coulter  F(10108) 

Coulter  FN(10109) 

Analyte:  (5822)  Semen 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  Semen  Analyses  (count  and 
morphology  )(04355) 

Hamilton-Thorn  HTM-IVOS 
(morphology)(25115) 

Sperm  Penetration  Assay(28275) 

Analyte:  (6105)  Thrombin  Time 
Test  System.  Assay.  Examination 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
UI(28183) 


Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  m 
Plus(28184) 

Analyte:  (6130)  TIssim  Plasminogen 
Actirator  (t-PA) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

American  Diagnostica  Spectralyse/ 
Fibrin(04361) 

Helena  Laboratories  Chramogenic  Systems 
Analyzer  1200(25111) 

Analyte:  (7002)  White  Blood  Cell  Count 
(Leukocyte  Count)  (WBC) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  White  Blood  Cell  Count 
Procedures(04302) 

Coulter  A(10103) 

Coulter  B(10185) 

Coulter  Counter  Model  A(10180) 

Coulter  D(10186) 

Coulter  D2(10104) 

Coulter  F(10108) 

Coulter  FN(10109) 

Analyte:  (7001)  White  Blood  Cell  DifEsrential 
(WBCDiff) 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
All  Manual  WBC  Diff  Procedures-with 
interpret,  atyp.  cells(04127) 

Analyte:  (7003)  Whole  Blood  Clotting  Time 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Haemoscope  Thramboelastograph  (calculated 
result)(25129) 

Logos  elvi  816  Bi  Clot  (calculated 
result)(37058) 

Sienco  ^NtXLOT  Coagulation  Analyzer 
(calculated  result)(58253) 

Sienco  SONOCLOT II  Surgical  Analyzer 
(calculated  result)(58254) 

Analyte:  (6708)  von  Willebrand  Factor 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Bio/Data  PAP-4(07194) 

Bio/Data  PAP-4q07193) 

Biopool  vWF  EID  Kit(07221) 

Diagnostica  Stago  ASSERACHROM 
vWF(13133) 

Diagnostica  Stago  Assera-Plate  vWF(13140) 
General  Diagnostics  von  Willebrand  Factor 
Assay(22109) 

Ramco  Spectra  vWF(55067) 

Analyte:  (6711)  von  Willebrand  Factor 
(Ristocetin  Cofactor) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Helena  Laboratories  PACKS-4(25029) 
Analyte:  (6709)  von  WilMirand  Multimers 
Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Ramco  vWF  Multimer  Immunoblot(55072) 

SPEOAUTY/SUBSPECIALITY: 

Immunobematology 

Analyte:  (0401)  ABH  Secretor  Status — Saliva 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amtec  Anti-H  Lectin — Saliva, 
qualitative(04174) 

BCA  Anti-H  Lectin — Saliva. 

qualitative(07006) 

BCA  Anti-H  Lectin — Saliva. 
quantitative(07009) 


Dade  Lectin-H — Saliva,  qualitative(i3013) 
Dade  Lectin-H— Saliva,  q\iantitative(13014) 
Gamma  Anti-H  Lectin— Saliva, 
qualitative(22007) 

Gamma  Anti-H  Lectin — Saliva. 
quantitative(22008)  . 

Analyte:  (0402)  ABO  group-  -  RBC 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Immunohem.  Absorption/Elution 
Procedures- Ag  con{irnu.(0411S) 

Dynatech  MicroBank  System(13113) 

Gamma  STS-M  Automated  Blood  Grouping 
lnstrument(22029) 

IBG  Inverness  Blood  Grouping 
System(28087) 

Olympus  PK7100  Automated  Pretransfusion 
Blo^  Test  System(46003) 

Analyte:  (0403)  ABO  Group  Confirmation — 
Seru^  Plasma 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
Dynatech  MicroBank  System(13113) 

Gamma  STS-M  Automated  Blood  Grouping 
lnstrument(22029) 

IBG  Inverness  Blood  Grouping 
System(28087) 

Olympus  PK7100  Automated  Pretransfiision 
Blo^  Test  System(46003) 

Analyte:  (1301)  D(Rho)  Type 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 

All  Inununohem.  Absorption/Elution 
Procedures-Ag  confirma.(04115) 

Dynatech  MicroBank  System(13113) 

Gamma  STS-M  Automated  Blood  Grouping 
Instrument(22029) 

IBG  Inverness  Blood  Grouping 
System(28087) 

Olympus  PK7100  Automated  retransfiision 
Blo^  Test  System(46003) 

Analyte:  (1306)  Donor/Recipient 
Compatibility 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Immunohem.  Donor/Recipient 
Compatibility  Procedures(04112) 

Analyte:  (1308)  Du  (Weak  D  RBC  antigen) 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Gamma  STS-M  Automated  Blood  Grouping 
Instrument(22029) 

Olympus  PK7100  Automated  Pretransfusion 
Blo^  Test  System(46003) 

Analyte:  (1903)  Fetal  RBCs-^aternal  Blood 
(Cetal-maternal  bleed) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Du  procedures  with  microscopic  exam  for 
mixed  field  agglut.(13081) 

Gamma  Fetal  Bleed  Screening  Test(22016) 
Indicator  Gell  Rosette  Test — screen  for  fetal 
RBC's(28051) 

Modified  Kleihauer-Betke  Acid  Elution  Stain 
Procedure(40103) 

Ortho  FETALSCREEN(46068) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Fetal  Hemoglobin 
iat(58126) 

Simmler,  Inc.  Fetal  Gell  Stain  iCit(58127) 
Sure-Tee^  Fetal  Hemoglobin  Kit(58261) 

Analyte:  (2816)  Isohemagglutinins 
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Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Isohemagglt  Tube  Titrations,  Serum 
Pretreatment-Tliiol(04113) 

Dade  Neutr-AB  Reagent  ecreen(13017) 

Dade  Neutr-AB  Reagent— titrati(m(13018) 

Analyte:  (4927)  Platelet  Antflbody— detection 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Immucor  CaptUTe-P(28128) 

Immucor  Capture-P  Ready-Screen(28088) 
ImmucOT  MCP  (Modified  Capture-P)(28089) 

Analyte:  (5501)  RBC  Antigen  lype  Other 
ThanAorB 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Immunohem.  Absorption/Elution 
Piocedures-Ag  oonfiima.(04115) 

Gamma  Arachis  hypogea  Lactin(22010) 
Gamma  Lectin  Sy8tem(22019) 

Anal]rte  (6412)  Unexpected  RBC  Antibody^ 
Dete^ion-S«iim,  Planna 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  RBC  antibody  detection  1  Stage  En^me 
Procedure8(04131) 

All  RBC  antibody  detection  2  Stage  Enzyme 
Procedure8(04132) 

Amtec  Ficin  Treated  Screening  Cells 
1,2,3(04185) 

Dade  Rap-I.D.  Polycation  Potentiator 
Sy8tem(13019) 

Gamma  Ficin-Duet  Sy8tem(22017) 

Gamma  Ficin-PooU22018) 

Immucor  Capture-R  Ready-Screen(28019) 
Immucor  Panosoeen  I  and  n,  Fidn- 
TTeated(28022) 

Anabj^  (6402)  Unexpected  RBC  Antibody- 
Identification 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Immunohem.  Unexpected  RBC  Antibody 
ID  Procedures(04114) 
SPECIALITY/SUBSPBCIALTY 
Mycobacteriology 
Analyte:  (4024)  Mycobacteria 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

All  Acid-Fast  Concentrated  Smear  Test 
Systems  8  Procedures(04101) 

All  Manual  Antimycobacterial  Susceptibility 
Procedure8(04103) 

All  Manual  Nucleic  Acid  Analysis  T.Sys.  & 
Proced.(isotopic)(041 23) 

All  Organism  Identification  firom 
Culture(04371) 

Becton  Dickinson  BACTEC  TB  System  (NAP 
Differentiat.  Test)(07084) 

Becton  Dickinson  BACTEC  TB  System 
(Susceptibility  Te8tH07222) 

Gen-Probe  AccuJProbe — ^M.  adum  complex 
(including  ctilmre)(22128) 

Gen-Probe  AccuProbe — M.  avium  specific 
(including  culture)(22129) 

Gen-Probe  AccuProbe — M.  gordonae 
(including  culture)(22130) 

Gen-Probe  AccuProbe— M.  intracellulara 
specific  (inc  cultM22131) 

Gen-Probe  AccuProbe-^.  kansasii 
(including  culture)(22127) 

Gen-Probe  AccuProbe— M.  tuberculosis 
complex  (inc  culture)(22132) 

Syngene  Snap  Culture  10  Diagnostic  Kit/M. 
avium  complex(58069) 


Syngene  Snap  Culture  ID  Diagnostic  Kit/M. 
tuberculosis  cplx(58152) 

SPEOALTY/SUBSPBOALTY 

Mycology 

Analyte:  (0707)  Blastomycea  DarmaHtidie 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination: 

Gen-Probe  AccuProbe— B.  dermatitidis 
(including  culture)(22133) 
Immuno-Mycologics  Exo-Antigen  Test  Kit 
(including  culture)(28198) 

Analyte:  (1025)  Coccidioides  Immitia 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Gen-Probe  AccuProbe— C  immitis  (including 
culture)(22134) 

Immuno-Mycolo^cs  Exo-Antigen  Test  Kit 
(including  culture)(28198) 

Analyte:  (1302)  Dermatophytoe 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Orion  Diagnostics  Oricult-DTM 
(microculture  method)(46096) 

Analyte:  (1909)  Fungi 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Fungal  Identification  from  Culture(04322) 
Analyte:  (2532)  Histoplasma  Capsulatum 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Gen-Probe  AccuProbe  -  H.  capsulatum 
(including  culture)(22135) 
Inunimo-Mycologics  Exo-Antigen  Test  Kit 
(including  culture)(28198) 

Aiulyte:  (7601)  Yeast 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Quanhun  II  System  (including 
culture)(04059) 

All  India  Ink  Preparations(04266) 

Analytab  API  20C  Yeast  Identification  Kit 
(including  cult.)(04195) 

Analytab  Yeast  Ident  (induding 
culture)(04219) 

Baxter  AutoSCAN  Walk/ Away  (including 
culture)(07023) 

Baxter  MicroScan  AutoSCAN  4  (including 
cultiue)(07042) 

Carr-Scarborough  C.  albicans  Disc  Screening 
Kit(inc.  cult.)(10025) 

Medical  Wire  l^uip.  MicroRing  YT 
(including  culhue)(40054) 

Vitek  Systems  VITEK  (including 
culture)(67035) 


Meridian  Premier  Cryptococcal  Ag  (dir  Ag/ 
8pectrophoto)(40072)  - 
Meridian  Premier  Cryptococcal  Ag  (dir  Ag/ 
vi8iul)(40071) 

Wampole  Crypto-LA  Test  (direct 
antigen)(70076) 
SPECIALTY/SUBSPECIALTY: 

Parasitology 

Analyte:  (0710)  Blood,  Tissue  8  Intestinal 
Parasites 

Test  System.  Assay,  Examination 
All  Permanent  Stain  Preparation8(04264) 
Analyte:  (2813)  Intestinal  Parasites 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Alexon  ProSpecT  Cryptosporidiiun 
Microtiter  (dir  Ag/spectro)(04326) 

Alexon  ProSpecT  Cryptosporidium 
Microtiter  (dir  Ag/vi8ual)(04325) 

Alexon  ProSpecT  Giardia  Microtiter  (dir  Ag/ 
8pectrophoto)(04257) 

Alexon  P^pecT  Giardia  Microtiter  (dir 
antigen/visual)(04099) 

Alexon  ProSpecT/Giardia  (tube)  (dir  Ag/ 
visual)(04338) 

All  Concentrated  Preparation8(04263) 

All  Wet  Mount  Preparations  •  Identification 
of  Parasites(04262) 

Antibodies  Inc.  Giard  EIA  (direct  antigen/ 
visual)(04224) 

LMD  Laboratories  Cryptosporidium  Ag 
Detect.  Microtiter(vis)(37018) 

LMD  Laboratories  G.  lamblia  Ag  Detect 
Microtiter  (spectro)(37032) 

LMD  Laboratories  G.  lamblia  Ag  Detect. 

Microtiter  (visual)(37019) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  MEREFLUOR 
Cryptosporidium(40100) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  MERIFLUOR 
Cryptosporidiuni/Giardia(40095) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  MERIFLUOR 
Giardia(40099) 

Seradyn  Color  Vue  -  Cryptosporidium  (dir 
Ag/spectrophoto)(58184) 

Seradyn  Color  Vue  -  Cryptosporidium  (direct 
Ag/visual)(58101) 

Seradyn  Color  Vue  •  Giardia  (dir  Ag/ 
spectrophoto)(58183) 

Seradyn  Color  Vue  -  Giardia  (direct  Ag/ 
visual)(58100) 

Trend  Scientific  Giardia  lamblia  Direct 
Detection  System(61019) 

Analyte:  (4021)  Malarial  Parasite 


Analyte:  (7603)  Yeast,  Candida  Only 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Immuno-Mycologics  LA-Candida  (direct 
antigen)(28104) 

Ramco  CAND-TEC  Candida  Detection  System 
(direct  antigen)(55070) 

Analyte:  (7604)  Yeast,  Qyptocococcus  Only 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  MYCO-Immime  Cryptococal  LA 
(direct  antigen)(07040) 

Gen-Probe  AccuProbe  •  Cryptococcus 
(including  culture)(22136) 
Immimo-Mycologics  Latex-Crypto  (direct  - 
antigen)(28106) 

Meridian  Cryptococcal  LA  System  (direct 
antigen)(40057) 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Permanent  Stain  Preparations(04264) 
Analyte:  (4926)  Pneumocystis 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Genetic  Systems  Pneiunocystis  carinii  IFA 
Test  Kit(22066) 

Meridian  Diagnostics  MERIFLUOR 
Pneumocystis(40097) 

Analyte:  (6116)  Trichomonas 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Scimedx  Trichomonas  Test  System(58092) 

Specialty/Subspeciality 

Toxicology/TDM 

Analyte:  (0406)  Acetaminophen 
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Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(0427S) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
CDS  Diagnostics  Enzymatic  Test  Kit(22140) 
Sherwood  Medical  Rapid  Stat  Diagnostic 
Kit(5816S) 

Stanbio  Test  Kit(58157) 

Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58082) 

Syva  Qstat/Qst  Sy8tem(58190) 

Analyte:  (0476)  AcetykholinaAlioliiie 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Bioanalytical  Systems  BAS  200A(07300) 
Bioanalytical  Systems  BAS  480(07301) 
Bioanalytical  Systems  BAS  481(07302) 
Bioanalytical  Systems  BAS  482(07307) 

Analyte:  (042S)  Amikacin 

Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Ames  TDA(04156) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A* 
GDunt(13030) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183] 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  m 
Plus(28184) 

Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58082) 

Analyte:  (0428)  Amphetamines 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Finnigan  MAT  Witness  System(19013) 
Immimotech  Microzyme  EIA 
(spectrophotometric)(28175) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  lU 
Plus(281B4) 

Roche  Abuscreen  RIA(55098) 

Sigma  SLA  Methamphetamine/ 
Ampbetamine(58103) 

Syva  Emit  st  Drug  Detection  System(58188) 
Syva  Qstat/Qst  System(58190) 

Analyte:  (0701)  Barbiturates 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Firmigan  MAT  Witness  System(19013) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  HI 
Plus(281B4) 

Roche  Abuscreen  RIA(55098) 

Syva  Emit  st  Drug  Detection  System! 56188) 
Syva  C^tat/Qst  System(58190) 

Analyte:  (0702)  Benzodiazepines 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Bio-Rad  HPLC(07279) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A-Count 
IRMA(13109) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
Antibody(13031) 

Instrumentation  Labmatoiy  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  m 
Plus(28184) 


Roche  Abuscreen  RIA(55098) 

Syva  Emit  st  Drug  Detection  Systein(58188) 
Syva  Qstat/Qst  System(58190) 

Analyte:  (1009)  Cannabinoids  (THC) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amos  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Double 
/mtibody(13031) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Fin^gan  MAT  Witness  Systein(19013) 
Immimotech  Microzyme  EIA 
(spectrophotometric)(28175) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 

m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Roche  Abuscreen  RIA(55098) 

Sigma  SIA 111058104) 

Syva  Emit  st  Dpig  Detection  System(56188) 
TOXI-LAB  Cannabinoid  (THC)  Screm(61050) 
TOXI-LAB  Cannabinoid  (THC)  Screen  TTK> 
PLUS(61060)  . 

TOXI-LAB  THC  11(61061) 

TOXI-LAB  THC  II-PLUS(6106y 

Analyte:  (1010)  Carbamazepine 
Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Ames  TDA(04156) 

Beckman  Auto  ICS(073B3) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  in 
Plus(28184) 

Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58082) 

Syva  (^tat/Qst  Sysiem(58190) 

Analyte:  (1011)  Carbamazepine,  Free 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58082) 

Anal3rte:  (1063)  Chloramphenicol 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Syva.  Emit  Test  Kit(5d062) 

Aiudyte:  (1023)  Cocaine  Metabolites 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTlMATEf04275) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Immimotech  Microzyme  EIA 
(spectrophotometric)(28175) 
Instrumentation  La'ooratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  in 
Plus(28184) 

Serex  CoMA  Cocaine  Metabolite 
Assay(58182) 

Sigma  SIA  Cocaine  Metabolites(58105) 

Syva  Emit  st  Drug  Detection  System(58188) 
Syva  Qstat/Qst  System(58190) 

Analyte:  (1037)  Cyclosporine 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Bio-Rad  HPLC(07279) 

Incstar  CYCLO-Trac  SP(28199) 

Analyte:  (1303)  Digitoxin 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Clinical  Assays  GammaCoat(10060) 


Diagnostic  Products  Carp.  Coet-A- 
Count(13030) 

Immimotech  ElfllAB  EIA  Kit( 28172) 

Analyte:  (1304)  Digoxin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  RIA  Baad(04061) 

Amersham  Amerlite(04148) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Bio-Rad  Quantimune(07l41) 

Ciba  Coming  Magic  (MGC)(10051) 

Clinical  Assays  CammaCoat(10060) 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Immimotech  ENDAB  EIA  Kit(28172) 
Immunotech  EZ-BEAD  EIA  ldt(28173) 
Kallestad  Quanticoat( 34031) 

Micromedic  Systems  CONCEPT  4(40085) 
Micromedic  Systems  Concept  4  Plu8(40111) 
Organon  NML  Digi-Tab  RIA(46100) 

Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Anal3rzer(49064) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  Quanticoat(58010) 

Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58082) 

Ventrex  Coated  Tube  (RIA)(67011) 

Analyte:  (1305)  Disopyramide 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
ni(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  m 
Plus(28184) 

Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58082) 

Analyte:  (1307)  Drugs  of  Abuse 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Bio-Rad  REMEDi  Drug  Profiling 
Syslem(07280) 

Bioanalytical  Systems  BAS  200A(07300) 
Bioanalytical  Systems  BAS  480(07301) 
Bioanalytical  Systems  BAS  481(07302) 
Bioanalytical  Systems  BAS  482(07307) 
TOXI-LAB  A  Drug  Detection  System(61055) 
TQXI-LAB  B  Drug  Detection  System(61057) 
TOXI-LAB  Drug  Detection  System  A- 
PLUS(61056) 

TOXI-LAB  Drag  Detection  System  B- 
PLUS(61058) 

TOXI-LAB  Special  Procedure(61053) 
TOXI-LAB  Validation  Procedure(61054) 

Analyte:  (1608)  Ethanol  (Akxdiol) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 
Beckman  Auto  ICS<07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
Electronucleonics  FLEXIGEM(16010) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Reagents  Applications  RAICHEM  Test 
Kit(55075) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Syva  Emit  st  Ehug  Detection  System(58188) 

Analyte:  (1609)  Ethosuximide 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Ames  TDA(04156) 
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Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  01 
Plus(28184) 

Syva  Emit  Test  iat(58082) 

Syva  Qstat/Qst  System(58190) 

Analyte:  (161S)  Ethylene  Glycol 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrximentation  Laboratory  Multistat  ID 
Plus(28184) 

Analyte:  (1913)  Fentanyl 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Analyte:  (2202)  Gentamicin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPnMATE(04275) 

Ames  TDA(04156) 

Beckman  Auto  IC^07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  0(07382) 

Clinical  Assays  Gamina0ab(10061) 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  01 
P1u8(28184) 

Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58082) 

Anal]rto;  (3401)  Kanamydin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Analyte:  (3710)  Lidocaine 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  01 
Plus(28184) 

Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58082) 

Analyte:  (3715)  L]rsergic  Add  Diethylamide 
(LSD) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Roche  Abuscreen  RIA(55098) 

Analjrle:  (4025)  Metanephrines,  Urine 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Bio-Rad  HPLC(07279) 

Analyte:  (4003)  Methadone 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  10 
Plua(28184) 

Syva  E^t  st  Drug  Detection  System(58188) 
Syva  Qstat/Qst  System(58190) 

AnolySf  (eOftS) 


Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Finnigan  MAT  Witness  System(19013) 
Roche  Abuscreen  R1A(55098) 

Sigma  SIA  Methamphetamine/ 
Amphetamine(58103) 

Analyte:  (4005)  Methaqualoiw 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Roche  Abuscreen  RIA(55098) 

Syva  Emit  st  Drug  Detection  System(58108) 

Anal3rte:  (4006)  Methotrexate 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  10 
Plus(28184) 

Syva  ^it  Test  Kit(58082) 

Analyte:  (4020)  Morphine 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Roche  Abuscreen  R1A(55098) 

Anal]rte:  (4301)  N-Acetylprocainamide 
(NAPA) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Ames  TDA(04156) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  01 
PIus(28184) 

Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58082) 

Analyte:  (4313)  Netilmycin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPT1MATE(0427S) 

Aiudyte:  (4601)  Opiates 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Finnigan  MAT  Witness  System(19013) 
Immunotech  Microzyme  ElA 
(spectrophotometric)(281 75) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  01 
PIus(28184) 

Sigma  SLA  Opiate(58106) 

Syva  Emit  st  Drug  Detection  System(58188) 
Syva  Qstat/Qst  System(58190) 

TOXl-LAB  Opiate  Pro(^ure(61063) 

Annlyte:  (4901)  Phencyclidine  (PCP) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Milenia(13111) 
Finnigan  MAT  Witness  System(19013) 
Immunotech  Microzyme  ElA 
(spectrophotometiic)(281 75) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 


Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  01 
Plus(28184) 

Roche  Abuscreen  RIA(55098) 

STC  Diagnostics  PCP  EIA  Plate  Kit(58259) 
Sigma  SIA  Phencyclidine(58107) 

Syva  Emit  st  Drug  Detection  System(58188) 
Syva  (^tat/Qd  System(58190) 

Analyte:  (4902)  Pbenobarbital 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amos  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Ames  TDA(04156) 

Beckman  Auto  1CS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  0(07382) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  ATAC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Clinical  Assays  GammaCoat(10060) 
Immunotech  ENDAB  EIA  Kit(28172) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  10 
Plus(28184) 

Syva  ^it  Test  Kit(58082) 

Syva  Qstat/Qst  System(58190) 

Anal]rte:  (4903)  Phenytoin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPT1MATE(04275) 

Ames  TDA(04156) 

Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  0(07382) 

Clinical  Assays  GanunaCoat(10060) 
Immunotech  EZ-BEAD  EIA  Kit(28173) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58082) 

Syva  Qstat/Qst  System(58190) 

Analyte:  (4904)  Phenytoin,  Free. 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58082) 

Analyte:  (4912)  Primidone 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Amos  OPT1MATE(04275) 

Ames  TDA(04156) 

Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  0(07382) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  01 
PIus(28184) 

Syva  Emit  Test  ICit(58082) 

Syva  Qstat/Qst  System(58190) 

Analyte:  (4913)  Procainamide 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Ames  TDA(04156) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  01 
Plus(28184) 

Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58082) 

Analyte:  (4917)  Propoxyphene 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Analyte:  (5202)  Quinidine 
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Test  System,  Assay,  Examination: 

Ames  OPnMATE(04275) 

AmesTDA(04156) 

Beckman  Auto  1CS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  HI 
Plus(28184) 

Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58082) 

Analyte:  (5801)  Salkylatae 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Bichromatic  ABA  100(04035) 

Abbott  bichromatic  ABA  200(04036) 
Beckman  Auto  ICS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Diagnostic  Chemicals  Ltd.  Assay  Kit(13210) 
CDS  Diagnostics  Enzymatic  Test  lCit(22140) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
111(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  ID 
P1u8(28184) 

Sherwood  Medical  Rapid  Stat  Diagnostic 
iat(58165) 

Sigma  Diagnostics  Test  Kit(58051) 

Stanbio  Test  iat(56157) 

Analyte:  (5824)  Sisomkin 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Anal3rte:  (6104)  Theophylline 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Ames  TDA(04156) 

Beckman  Auto  1CS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Bio-Chem  Laboratory  Systems  AT  AC  2000/ 
2100(07188) 

Clinical  Assays  GammaDab(10061) 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

CDS  Diagnostics  Enzymatic  Test  Kit(22140) 
lirununotech  EZ-BEAD  EIA  Kit(28173) 
Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
m(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184)  ' 

Pointe  Scientific  180  Chemistry 
Analyzer(49064) 

Stanbio  Premiere(58210) 

Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58082) 

Analjrte:  (6112)  Tobramycin 
Test  System,  ^issay.  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Ames  TDA(04156) 

Beckman  Auto  1CS(07383) 

Beckman  ICS(07381) 

Beckman  ICS  11(07382) 

Qinical  Assays  GammaCoat(10060) 
Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  Coat-A- 
Count(13030) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
10(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  01 
PIus(28184) 

Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58082) 

Analyte:  (6117)  Tiicyclk  Antid^reeeante 


Test  System,  Assay.  Examination 
Ames  OPTIMATE(04275) 

Bio-Rad  HPLC(07279) 

Syva  Emit  st  Drug  Detection  SysteiD(S8188) 

Analyte:  (6701)  Valproic  Add 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  OPT1MATE(04275) 

Ames  TDA(04156) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat 
01(28183) 

Instrumentation  Laboratory  Multistat  III 
Plus(28184) 

Syva  Emit  Test  Kit(58062) 

Analyte:  (6710)  VanillylmanHalir  Add 
(VMA) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Bio-Rad  HPLC(07279) 
SPECIALITY/SUBSPECIALITY:  Virology 
Analyte:  (0410)  Adenovirae 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Analytab  API  Adenovirus  EIA  (including  cell 
culture/  visual)(04 208) 

Analytab  API  Adenovirus  Test  Kit  (IFA)  (iitc. 
cell  cultureK04210) 

Analytab  API  Adenovirus  Test  Kit(inc  cell 
culture/spectro)(04352) 

Analytab  API  Adenovirus  Test  Kit-EIA  (dir 
A^spectrophoto)(04 255) 

Analytab  API  Adenovirus  Test  Kit-EIA  (dir 
Ag/vi8ual)(04209) 

Analytab  API  Adenovirus  Type  40/41  EIA 
(dir  Ag/spectropho)(04212) 

Analytab  API  Adenovirus  Type  40/41  EIA 
(dir  Ag/visual)(04211) 

Cambridge  Biotech  AdeiKx:lone  (IFA) 
(including  cell  culture)(10005) 

Cambridge  Biotech  Adenoclone-EIA  (direct 
Ag/spectrophoto)(101 36) 

Cambridge  Biotech  Adenoclone-EIA  (direct 
antigen/visual)(10004) 

Cambridge  Biotech  Adenoclone-EIA  (inc  cell 
cult./spectro)(101 78) 

Cambrid^  Biotech  Adenoclone-EIA  (inc  cell 
culhue/vi8ual)(10003) 

Cambridge  Biotech  Adenoclone-type  40/41 
(dir  Ag/spwtropho)(10138) 

Cambridge  Biotech  Adenoclone-type  40/41 
(dir.Ag/visual)(10006) 

Gull  Latoratories  Adenovirus  Test  (including 
cell  cuiture)(22104) . 

Analyte:  (1038)  Cytomegalovirus 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  Bartels  CMV  Iiruned.  Early  Ag  IFA 
(inc.  cell  culture)(07025) 

Baxter  Bartels  Direct  CMV  Kit  (direct 
antigen)(07355) 

Baxter  Babels  Direct  CMV  Kit  (including  cell 
culture)(07357) 

Gull  Laboratories  CMV-EA  Test  (including 
cell  culture)(22105) 

Incstar  CMV-vue(28200) 

Ortho  CMV  Identification  Reagent  (including 
cell  culture)(46051) 

Syva  MicroTrak  CMV  Culture  ID  Kit 
(including  cell  culture)(58083) 

Analyte:  (2529)  Herpes  Simplex 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Baxter  Bartels  HSV  FA  Monoclotud 
(including  cell  culture)(07031) 


Baxter  Bartels  HSV  FA-ID  6  Dift  HSV  I/IKinc 
cell  cultureK07032) 

Baxter  Bartels  HSV  Immunoperoxidase  Test 
(inc  cell  culture)(07198) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  PDx  Herpes 
Typing  (inc  cell  cult)(13220) 

Diagnostic  Products  Corp.  PathoDx  Herpes 
Typing  (direct  AgXl3036) 

Du  Pont  MBRPCHEK  HSV  Antigen  Test  (dir 
Ag/  spectrophotoXl  31 24) 

Fairleigh  Dickinson  ELISA  for  HSV  (dir  Ag/ 
spectrophotoKl9010) 

Fairleigh  Dickinson  EUSA  for  HSV  (dir  Ag/ 
visuai)(19001.) 

Fairleigh  Dickinson  EUSA  for  HSV  (inc.  cell 
cult./spectro)(l  901 2) 

Fairleigh  Dickinson  EUSA  for  HSV  (inc.  cell 
culture/visual)(19009) 

Kodak  SureCell  (including  cell 
culture)(34019)  t 

Ortho  Cultureset  HSV  Isolatirm  and  ID 
System  (dir  antigen)(46056) 

Ortho  HSV  18  2  Dichromatic  Typing 
(including  cell  culture)(46072) 

Ortho  HSV  Antigen  EUSA  Test  (dir  Ag/ 
spectrophotometric)(461 04) 

Ortho  HSV  Antigen  EUSA  Test  (incl.  cell 
culture/spectro)(46105) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  Pathfin^r  H.  simplex  182 
(direct  antigen)(58004) 

Syva  MicroTrak  HSV  Culture  Ident.  Test  (incl 
cell  culhireH58095) 

Syva  MicroTrak  HSV-1/2  Culhire  ID/Typing 
(inc  cell  culture)(58088) 

Syva  MicroTrak  HSV-l/HSV-2  Direct  Spec 
ID/Typ  Test  (dir  Ag)(58096) 

Vitek  Systems  Vidas  (including  cell 
culture](67040) 

Wampole  Virogen  Herpes  LA  Test  (including 
cell  culture)(7001 7) 

Analyte:  (2540)  Human  PapillomavinH 
(HPV) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Digene  ViraPap  (direct  antigen)(13121) 
Digene  ViraType  (direct  antigenHl3122) 

Analyte:  (5503)  Respiratory  Syncytial  Virus 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Analytab  API  IMAGEN  RSV  (direct 
antigenK04216l 

Baxter  Bartels  RSV  (FA)  Test  Kit  (direct 
antigen)(07034) 

Baxter  Bartels  RSV  (FA)  Test  Kit  (including 
cell  culture)(07358) 

Gull  Laboratories  RSV-MAb  Test  (direct 
antigen)(22128) 

Gull  laboratories  RSV-MAb  Test  (including 
cell  culture}(22108) 

Ortho  RSV  (IFA)  (direct  antigenK46060) 
Ortho  RSV  Antigen  EUSA  Test  (dir.  Ag/ 
spectrophometricK 46098) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  Pathfinder  RSV  (dir  Ag/ 
spectrophotometricK58006) 
Sanofi/Kallestad  Pathfinder  RSV  (direct 
antigen/visual)f 58005) 

Vitek  RSV  Direct  IP  (direct  antigenM67043) 
Vitek  Systems  Vidas  (direct  antigRn)(67038) 

Analyte:  (5505)  Respiratory  Viruses 
(Influenza  A8B,  parainfluenza) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Analytab  API  IMAGEN  Influenza  Virus  A8B 
(direct  antigenj(04215) 

Baxter  Bartels  Viral  Respiratory  Kit  (direct 
antigen)(07035) 
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Baxter  Battels  Viral  Respiratory  Kit 
(including  cell  cult)(07359) 

Gull  Labwatcvies  Influenxa  A  Test  (including 
cell  cultureK22106) 

Gull  Laboratories  Influenza  B  Test  (including 
call  culture)(22107) 

Analyte:  (S509)  RotaTims 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abbott  Rotazyme  n  Diag.  Kit  (dir  Ag/ 
spectrophotoinetricM04063) 

Abbott  Rc^azyme  II  Diag.  Kit  (dir  Ag/ 
vi8ual)(04064) 

Analytab  API  Rotavirus  (dir  Ag/ 
spectrophotometric)(0425Q) 

Analytab  API  Rotavirus  Test  Kit  (dir.  Ag/ 
vi8ualX04202) 

Cambrid]^  Biotech  Rotaclone  (direct  Ag/ 
spectropbotometric)(10139) 

Cambridge  Biotech  Rotaclone  (direct  antigen/ 
visualHlOOll) 

Isolab  R^aVirus  ELA  (direct  antigen/ 
spectrophotometricK28109) 

Isolab  RotaVirus  ELA  (direct  antigen/ 
vi8ualK28086) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  Pathfinder  Rotavirus  (dir 
Ag/spectrophoto)(58007) 

Sanofi/Kallestad  Pathfinder  Rotavirus  (dir 
Ag/visual)(58008) 

Analyte:  (670S)  Vaticella>Zoster  Viruses 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Ortho  Varicella-Zoster  Virus  ID  by  DFA 
(direct  antigen)(46083) 

Analyte:  (6706)  Viruses 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Manual  Nucleic  Acid  Anal)rsi8  Test 
Systems  ft  Procedures(0436S) 

All  Viral  Cell  Culture  Identification(04134) 
List  of  Waived  Procedures 
Note:  The  following  is  a  list  of  the  waived 
procedures  by  manufecturer  and  product 
name.  Although  extensive  efforts  were  made 
to  include  all  products  that  meet  the  criteria 
for  waiver,  the  list  should  not  be  considered 
Inclusive. 

Analyte:  (9161)  Erythrocyte  Sedimentation 
Rate,  Nonautomated  Waived 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Nonautonuted  ESR  Procedures(04380) 
Analyte:  (9191)  Fecal  Occult  Blood 
Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Abco  Test  for  Fecal  Occult  Blood(04373) 
Ames  Hema-Chek(04399) 

Ames  Hemate8t(04400) 

Biomerica  EZ  Detect  Stool  Blood  Test(07394) 
QDA  CoIoCheck(10188) 

Cambridge  Diagnostic  CAMCO  GUAIAC- 
TABS(10189) 

Cambridge  Diagnostic  CAMCO  PAK 
GUA1AC(10190) 

Gamma  FE-Gult  Pius(221S2) 

Helena  Laboratories  ColoCARE(25118) 
Heleiu  Laboratories  ColoScreen(25119) 

LMI  Medical  DigiWipe  n  Sy8tem(37037) 

LMl  Medical  HemaWipe  System(37038) 
Labsystenu  FECATWIN(37039) 

Ubsystems  FECATWIN  SENSATIVE(37040) 
Leeco  Diagnostics  Preview  OBT(37054) 
Propper  Seracult(49073) 


Propper  Seracult  Plus(49074) 

SmitnKline  Hemoccult(58241) 

SmithKline  Hemoccult  SENSA(58242) 

Analyte:  (9221)  Glucoee  Monitoring  Devices 
(FDA  Cleared/Home  Use) 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Ames  Dextrostix  Blood  Glucose  Reagent 
Strips(04388) 

Ames  Glucofilm  Blood  Glucose  Test 
Strips(04389) 

Ames  Glucometer  3  Blood  Glucose 
Meter(04390) 

Ames  Glucometer  Blood  Glucose 
Meter(04391) 

Ames  Glucometer  GX  Blood  Glucose 
Meter(04392) 

Ames  Glucometer  n  Blood  Glucose 
Meter(04393) 

Ames  Glucometer  M  Blood  Glucose 
Meter(04394) 

Ames  Glucometer  M-f  Blood  Glucose 
Meter(0439S) 

Ames  Glucostix  Blood  Glucose  Reagent 
Strips(04396) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Accu-Chek 
EASY(07424) 

Boehringer  MaWieim  Accu-Chek  11(07397) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Accu-Chek  II 
Freedom(07398) 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Accu-Chek  111(07399) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Accu-Chek  IIm(07400) 
Boehringer  Maimheim  Accu-Chek  bG 
Monitor(07401) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip  bG(07413) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  EASY  Test 
Strips(0742S) 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Tracer  11(07416) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Tracer  bG 
Monitor(07417) 

Boehringer  Maimheim  Tracer  bG  Test 
Strip8(07418) 

British  American  SUPREME  bG 
Monitor(07419) 

British  American  SUPREME  bG  Test 
Strip8(07420) 

CaroMed  GLUCOSE  3  Test  Strip(10212) 
CaroMed  Glucose  V  Visual  Glucose  Test 
System(10211) 

Cascade  Medical  CheckMate  Blood  Glucose 
Monitor(10197) 

Cascade  Medical  CheckMate  Blood  Glucose 
Test  Strips(10198) 

Home  Diagnostics  DIASCAN  Blood  Glucose 
Reagent  Strips(25120) 

Home  Diagnostics  DIASCAN  Blood  Glucose 
Self  Monitor(25121) 

Home  Diagnostics  DIASCAN-S  Blood 
Glucose  Monitor(25122) 

Home  Diagnostics  ULTRA  Blood  Glucose 
Moiiitori25123) 

Home  Diagnostics  ULTRA  Blood  Glucose 
Reagent  Strips(25124) 

Lifescan  GLUCOSCAN  2000(37041) 

Lifescan  GLUCOSCAN  3000(37042) 

Lifescan  GLUCOSCAN  Test  Strips(37043) 
Lifescan  GLUCOSCAN  Test  Strips 
(modified)(37044) 

Lifescan  ONE  TOUCH  BASIC  Blood  Glucose 
Meter(37060) 

Lifescan  ONE  TOUCH  Blood  Glucose 
Meter(37045) 

Lifescan  ONE  TOUCH  Blood  Glucose  Test 
Strips(37046) 

Lifescan  ONE  TOUCH  n  Blood  Glucose 
Meter(37047) 


Ufescan  ONE  TOUCH  fl  Hospital  Blood 
Glucose  Meter(37048) 

MediSense  Companion  2  Sensor(40136) 
MediSense  ExacTech  Blood  Glucose  Test 
Strip8(40137) 

Medi^nse  ExacTech  Companion  Blood 
Glucose  Sen8or(40138) 

MediSense  ExacTech  Pen  Blood  Glucose 
Sen8or(40139) 

MediSense  Pen  2  Sensor(40140) 

MediSense  Pen  2/Companion  2  Sensor 
Electrodes(40141) 

Polymer  Teclmology  FIRST  CHOICE  Glucose 
Test  Strips(49072) 

Anal3rte:  (9251)  Hemoglobin  by  Copper 
Sulfate,  Nonautomated 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
All  Nonautomated  Hgb  by  Copper 
Sulfate(04419) 

Analyte:  (2554)  H^,  Single  Analyte  Inst,  w/ 
Self-Cont  .  .  . 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
HemoCue  Hemoglobin  System(25014) 

Analyte:  (9461)  Ovulation  Test  (LH)  by 
Visual  Color  Comparison 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

Becton  Dickinson  QTest  Stick  Ovulation 
Test(07389) 

BioGenex  OvuGen  Ovulation  Prediction 
Test(07392) 

Biomerica  COT  Color  Ovulation  Test(07393) 
Biomerica  Fortel  Home  Ovulation 
Test(07396) 

Carter  Products  ANSWER  Ovulation 
Test(10191) 

Carter  Products  FIRST  RESPONSE  Ovulation 
Predictor  Test(10195) 

Monoclonal  Antibodies  OvuKlT  Self- 
Test(40145) 

Monoclonal  Antibodies  OvuQUICK  Self- 
Test(40146) 

NMS  Pharmaceuticals  COT  Color  Ovulation 
Test(43057) 

NMS  Pharmaceuticals  Fortel  Home 
Ovulation  Test(43058) 

Quidel  Conceive  1-Step  Ovulation 
Predictor(52014) 

Quidel  OvuKIT  Self-Test  for  Ovulation 
Prediction(52015) 

Quidel  OvuQUICK  Self-Test  for  Ovulation 
Prediction(52016) 

Vanguard  Biomedical  HomeClinic  Ovulation 
Prodiction(67071) 

Whitehall  Labs  CLEARPLAN  Easy  Ovulation 
Predictor(70128) 

Analyte:  (9581)  Spun  Mkrohematocrit 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 

All  Spun  Microhematocrit  Procedures(04420) 

Analyte:  (9641)  UriiM  Dipstick  or  Tablet 
Analytes,  Nonautomated 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
Abco  ABCO  2  Urine  Chemistry  Strip(04465) 
Abco  ABCO  3  Urine  Chemistry  Strip(04466) 
Abco  ABCO  S  Urine  Chemistry  Strip(04467) 
Abco  ABCO  8  Urine  Chemistry  Strip(04464) 
Abco  ABCO  Glu-Keto  Urine  Chemist^ 
Strip(04468) 

Ames  ACETEST(04381) 

Ames  ALBUSTDC(04382) 
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Ames  BIULABSTIX(04383) 

'  Ames  CLINISTIX(04384) 

Ames  CLINrrEST(04385) 

''  Ames  CX)MBISTIX(04386) 

Ames  DIASTIX(04387) 

Ames  HEMA-OOMB1STIX(04397) 

Ames  HEMAST1X(04398) 

Ames  ICrOTEST(04401) 

Ames  KETO-DIASTIX(04402) 

Ames  KETOSTIX(04403) 

Ames  LABSTIX(04404) 

Ames  M1C310BUMINTEST(04405) 

Ames  MULTISTIX(04406) 

Ames  MULTISnX  10  SG(04407) 

Ames  MULTISnX  2(04408) 

Ames  MULTISTDC  7(04409) 

Ames  MULTISTDC  8  S(H04410) 

Ames  MULTISTDC  9(04413) 

Ames  MULTISTDC  9  S(K04411) 

Ames  MULTISTDC  SCH04412) 

Ames  N-MULTISTDC(04414) 

Ames  N-MULTISTDC  SG(04415) 

Ames  UR1STDC(04416) 

Ames  URISTDC  4(04417) 

Ames  UROBIL1STIX(04418) 

Behring  Rapignost  Total  Screen  L(07391) 
Bio-C^en  2(07456) 

Bio-Gen  3(07455) 

Bio-Gen  4(07454) 

Bio-Gen  5(07453) 

Bio-Gen  6(07452) 

Bio-(3en  7(07451) 

Bio-Gen  8(07450) 

Bio-Glu  Ketone(07457) 

Bio-GIucose(07459) 

Bio-Ketone(07458) 

Biomerica  BZ  Detect  Urine  Blood  Test(07395) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip  10 
UA(07402) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip  10  with 
SG(07403) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip  2 
GP(07404) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip  2 
LN(07405) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip  4  The 
.  OB(07406) 

Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip  6(07407) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip  7(07408) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip  8(07409) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip  9(07410) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip  K(07411) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip 
Micral(07412) 


Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip  uCH07414) 
Boehringer  Mannheim  Chemstrip 
uGK(07415) 

Wako  Pretest  5A(70122) 

Wako  Pretest  6A(70123) 

Wako  Pretest  8A(70124) 

Analyte:  (9642)  Urine  HCG  by  Vkoal  Color 
Comparison  Tests 

Test  System,  Assay,  Examination 
AUwtt  TestPack  PLUS  hCX:  COMBO(04375) 
Abbott  TestPack  PLUS  hCC;-URINE(04376) 
Access  Medical  Systems  ImmunoCXONE 
hCGTest(04377) 

Advanced  Care  Products  ADVANCX 
Pregnancy  Test(04378) 

Advanced  Care  P^ucts  FACT  PLUS 
Pregnancy  Test(04379) 

Ampcor  QuikDIP  Pregnancy(04295) 

Becton  Dickinson  Directigen  1-2-3 
hCG(07269) 

Becton  Dickinson  Precise  hCG(07386) 

Becton  Dickinson  QTest  Pregnancy(07387) 
Becton  Dickinson  QTest  Pr^nancy 
Combo(07270) 

Becton  Dickinson  QTest  Stick  Pregnancy 
Test(07390) 

Carter  Products  ANSWER  PLUS  Pregnancy 
Test(10192) 

Carter  Products  ANSWER  QUICK  &  SIMPLE 
Pregnancy  Test(10193) 

Carter  Products  FIRST  RESPONSE  1-Step 
Pregnancy  Test(10194) 

Carter  Products  FIRST  RESPONSE  Pregnancy 
Test(10196) 

Chembio  HCG-STAT-PAK(10199) 

Disease  Detection  International  ImmunoCard 
hCG  One  Step(13249) 

Disease  Detection  International  ImmimoCard 
hCGTest(13211) 

Hybritech  Concise  HCG-Urine  Test(25125) 
Hybritech  ICON  II  HCG  (urine)(25126) 
Hybritech  ICON  II  HCG  (urine/serum)(25127) 
Hybritech  Tandem  ICON  11  (urine/ 
serum)(25019) 

Hybritech  Tandem  ICON  D  HCG 
(urine)(25132) 

Kc^ak  SureCell  hOG-Urine/Serum(34038) 
Kodak  SureCell  hCG-Urine(34044) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  BioSign  hCG-One  Step 
Pregnancy  Test(37061) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  ImmunoCard  hCG(37053) 
Leeco  Diagnostics  Preview  Pregnancy 
Test(37055) 


Leeco  Diagnostics  Preview  Serum/Urine- 
hOG(3703O) 

Leeco  Diagnostics  Preview  Urine  hCG(37056) 
Leeco  Dia^ostics  Right  Day  Pregnancy 
Test(37057) 

Mainline  Teclmology  Confirm  hOG  One-Step 
Pregnancy  Test(401S2) 

Medi^  Technology  Coip.  OPTITEC 

HOG{40116)  _ 

Mediad  Technology  Corp.  OPTITEC  UniStep 
HCG(40143) 

Meridian  Dia^ostics  ImmunoCard 
hOG(40144) 

Monoclonal  Antibodies  RAMP  Urine  hOG 
Assay(40147) 

Organon  Teknika  HGC-no8tick(46126) 
Organon  Teknika  Pregnospia  11(46127) 

Pacific  Biotech  Cards  Early  Pre^ancy 
Test(49067) 

Pacific  Biotech  Cards  HCG-Serum/ 
Urine(49052) 

Pacific  Biotech  Cards  HCG-URINB(49069) 
Pacific  Biotech  Cards  O.S.  HOG-Urine(49066) 
Pacific  Biotech  PERFECl'  ONE  STEP  ^ly 
Pregnancy  Test(49070) 

Parke-Davis  E.P.T.  Early  Pregnancy 
Test(49071) 

Princeton  BioMeditech  BioSign  hOG  One 
Step  Pregnancy  Testi49080) 

Quidel  RAMP  Urine  hCG  Assay(52017) 
Syntron  Bioresearch  Be  Sure  One  Step 
Pregnancy  Test(58243) 

Syntron  Bioreseai^  Quikpac  Pregnancy 
Test(58218) 

Syntron  Bioresearch  hCG  QuikStrip 
Pregnancy  Test(58244) 

V-Tech  Target  HCG(67066) 

V-Tech  Target  HCG  ONE  STEP(67069) 
Vanguard  Biomedical  Homedinic  One-Step 
Pregnancy(67070) 

Vanguard  Biomedical  HoraeClinlc  Pregnancy 
Test(67072) 

Vangu^  Biomedical  ProClinic  One-Step 
Urine  HGCTest(67073) 

Vanguard  Biomedical  l^oClinic  Urine  HOG 
Pregnancy(67074) 

Wampole  Clearview  hCG(70125) 

Wampole  One-Step  HCG(  70074) 

Whitehall  Labs  CLEARBLU'E  Easy  Pregnancy 
Test(70126) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 
28  CFR  Part  77 

[AQ  OrdM'  No.  1766-83] 

Communicatlona  With  Repreeented 
Pereona 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Justice. 
action:  Proposed  rule. 

SUMMARY:  The  Department  of  Justice  is 
reissuing  for  an  additional  30-day 
period  for  comments  a  proposed  rule 
governing  the  circumstances  tmder 
which  its  attorneys  may  communicate 
with  persons  known  to  be  represented 
hy  cmmsel  in  the  course  of  law 
enforcement  investigations  and 
proceedings.  The  rule  generally  permits 
such  communications  if  they  are  made 
during  the  course  of  a  federal  law 
enforcement  investigation,  and 
generally  prohibits  such 
commimications  (subject  to  exceptions) 
if  they  are  made  after  formal  criminal  or 
dvil  proceedings  have  been  instituted. 
The  rule  is  essentially  derived  from 
existing  attorney  ethical  rules 
promulgated  by  the  states,  from  federal 
case  law  interpreting  such  state  rules, 
and  from  federal  case  law  interpreting 
the  scope  of  the  Sixth  Amendment  ri^t 
to  coimsel.  The  purpose  of  the  proposed 
rule  is  to  impose  a  comprehensive, 
clear,  and  uniform  set  of  regulations  on 
the  conduct  of  government  attorneys 
before  and  during  criminal  and  civil 
enforcement  proceedings,  in  order  to 
ensure  appropriate  conduct  and  to 
eliminate  uncertainty  and  confusion 
arising  from  the  variety  of 
interpretations  of  state  and  local  federal 
court  rules. 

The  Department  of  Justice  is 
reopening  the  comment  period  to  ensure 
that  all  interested  parties  have  a  chance 
to  comment.  The  Department  of  Justice 
is  reopening  the  period  for  comments  in 
light  of  the  complex  and  important 
nature  of  the  rule  to  the  criminal  and 
dvil  justice  systems  and  the  licenses 
and  livelihoods  of  its  attorneys. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  August  25, 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  should 
be  submitted  to:  the  Office  of  the 
Assodate  Attorney  General,  United 
States  Department  of  Justice,  10th  St. 
and  Constitution  Ave.  NW., 

Washington,  DC  20530. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

F.  Mark  Terison.  Senior  Attorney,  Legal 
Counsel,  Executive  Office  for  United 
States  /vttomeys.  United  States 
Department  of  Justice,  (202)  514-5204. 
This  is  uot  a  toll-free  number 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

L  Rulamakiag  History 

On  November  20, 1992,  the 
Department  of  Justice  published  for 
comment  a  proposed  rule  to  provide  a 
comprehensive,  clear,  and  uniform  set 
of  guidelines  governing  the 
circumstances  under  which  Department 
of  Justice  attorneys  may  communicate 
with  persons  known  to  be  represented 
by  coimsel  in  the  course  of  law 
enforcement  investigations  and 
proceedings.  See  57  FR  54737  (Nov.  20, 
1992).  The  proposed  rule  was  issued 
under  the  authority  of  the  Attorney 
General  to  present  regulations  for  the 
government  of  the  Department  of 
Justice,  the  condud  of  its  employees, 
and  the  performance  of  its  business, 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  301;  to  direct 
officers  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to 
secure  evidence  and  conduct  litigation, 
pursuant  to  28  U.S.C.  516;  to  dir^ 
officers  of  the  Department  to  conduct 
grand  jury  proceedings  and  other  dvil 
and  criminal  legal  proceedings, 
pursuant  to  28  U.S.C.  515(a);  to 
supervise  litigation  and  to  direct 
Department  officers  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duties,  pursuant  to  28  U.S.C.  519; 
and  otherwise  to  direct  Department 
officers  to  detect  and  prosecute  crimes, 
to  prosecute  offenses  against  the  United 
States,  to  prosecute  civil  actions,  suits, 
and  proceedings  in  which  the  United 
States  is  concerned,  and  to  perform  such 
other  functions  as  may  be  provided  by 
law,  pursuant  to  28  U.S.C.  509, 510, 

533,  and  547. 

The  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 
provided  a  30-day  comment  period  and 
invited  comments  by  agencies  and  the 
public.  Timely  comments  were  received 
from  20  sources. 

The  Department  of  Justice  is 
reopening  the  comment  period  to  ensure 
that  all  interested  parties  have  a  chance 
to  comment.  The  Department  of  Justice 
is  reopening  the  period  for  comments  in 
light  of  the  complex  and  important 
nature  of  the  rule  to  the  criminal  and 
civil  justice  systems  and  tlie  licenses 
and  livelihoods  of  its  attorneys.  No 
decisions  have  been  made  on  whether  to 
adopt  the  rule  or  on  the  draft  response 
to  comments  set  out  in  the 
Supplementary  Information.  The  draft 
response  to  comments  in  the 
Supplementary  Information  was 
prepared  by  attorneys  within  the 
Department  of  Justice  who  have  been 
working  on  this  issue.  The  Department 
of  Justice  welcomes  comments  on  these 
draft  responses  in  the  Supplementary 
Information  in  addition  to  comments  on 
the  draft  reflation. 

The  publication  of  this  proposed  rule 
is  accompanied  hy  the  issuance  of 


companion  provisions  in  the  United 
States  Attorneys’  Manual  setting  forth 
internal  Department  of  Justice  policies 
and  procedures  relating  to  the 
application  of  the  rules,  and  by  the 
publication  of  an  interpretive 
commentary  intended  to  assist 
Department  of  Justice  attorneys  in 
understanding  and  interpreting  the  rule. 
Copies  of  the  United  States  Attorneys’ 
Manual  provisions  and  the  commentary 
may  be  obtained  by  contacting  the 
Office  of  Policy  and  Management 
Analysis,  Criminal  Division,  room  2216, 
Department  of  Justice,  10th  St.  and 
Constitution  Ave.  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20530. 

n.  Summary  of  Comments  Received  on 
Prior  Issuance  of  the  Proposed  Rule 

Of  the  20  sets  of  comments  timely 
submitted,  eleven  Were  from 
organizations,  including  bar 
associations,  public  defender  offices, 
and  a  state  bar  disciplinary  board;  four 
were  from  corporations;  three  were  from 
individuals,  including  one  group  of 
individuals;  and  two  were  ^m 
Department  of  Justice  components. 

Many  commented  on  several  difrerent 
sections  of  the  rule,  and  most  made 
general  comments  regarding  its  purpose 
and  structure. 

The  Department  of  Justice  has 
considered  each  comment  submitted  by 
each  commenter.  Those  determined  to 
be  signiheant  are  discussed  below, 
either  in  the  “general  comments’’ 
section  or  in  the  context  of  the 
particular  subparts  or  sections  to  which 
they  pertain.  Many  of  the  comments  are 
summarized  or  paraphrased  for 
purposes  of  discussion.  Comments 
which  could  be  properly  addressed 
either  in  the  "general  comments’’ 
section  or  in  connection  with  a  specific 
section  (for  example,  a  comment 
regarding  the  relationship  of  the  rule  to 
state  and  local  regulations]  are  largely 
addressed  in  the  “general  comments’’ 
section.  Comments  directed  solely  to  the 
proposed  sections  of  the  United  States 
Attorneys’  Manual  or  the  proposed 
commentary  are  addressed  only  where 
they  have  a  significant  bearing  on  the 
text  of  the  rule. 

The  following  discussion  uses  the 
terms  "DR  7-104’’  (referring  to  DR  7- 
104(A)(1)  of  the  American  Bar 
Association  Code  of  Professional 
Responsibility)  and  “Rule  4.2’’  (referring 
to  its  successor,  Model  Rule  4.2  of  the 
ABA  Model  Rules  of  Professional 
Conduct)  interchangeably  unless  the 
context  indicates  otherwise. 
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A.  General  Comments 
1 .  The  Timing  of  the  Rule 

Six  organizations,  one  corporation, 
and  three  individuals  commented  that 
the  30-day  period  for  public  comment 
should  be  extended  to  permit  further 
analysis  and  debate  regarding  the  rule. 
Four  of  these  comments  also  stated  that 
the  intervening  holiday  period  had 
effectively  shortened  the  comment 
period.  Five  of  the  commenters 
specifically  stated  that  a  reason  to 
extend  the  comment  period  was  to 
permit  the  new  Attorney  General  to 
review  the  proposal. 

The  general  issues  underlying  the 
adoption  of  the  rule  (for  example,  the 
issue  of  whether  the  conduct  of 
Department  of  Justice  attorneys  should 
be  regulated  by  the  states,  rather  than 
the  f^eral  government)  have  been  the 
subject  of  extensive  commentary  within 
the  legal  community  since  at  least  the 
time  of  the  first  opinion  in  United  States 
V.  Hammad,  846  F.2d  854  (2d  Cir. 

1988),  and  the  subsequent  promulgation 
of  the  so-called  ‘Thornburg 
memorandum”  in  Jime  1989.  Extensive 
public  debate  regaitling  those  general 
issues  has  taken  place  at  a  variety  of  bar 
association  meetings  and  conferences 
and  in  a  number  of  legal  journals. 

In  July  1992,  the  Department  shared 
copies  of  the  draft  rule  and  the 
accompanying  portions  of  the  United 
States  Attorneys’  Manual  and 
commentary  with  representatives  of  the 
American  Bar  Association  Secticm  on 
Criminal  Justice  and  the  National 
Association  of  Criminal  Defense 
Lawyers  for  the  purpose  of  soliciting 
their  comments  and  reacticms  to  the 
proposal.  That  process,  while  informal, 
resulted  in  significant  changes  and 
clarifications  to  the  proposal,  most 
notably  the  adoption  of  several 
significant  restrictions  on  investigatory 
communications  prior  to  the  atta^ment 
of  the  right  to  coxmsel. 

The  Department’s  position  regarding 
the  application  of  DR  7-104  to 
Department  of  Justice  attorneys  was  first 
formalized  by  ^e  Ofiice  of  L^al 
Counsel  in  the  Carter  Administration, 
and  has  remained  essentially  consistent 
since  that  time  despite  intervening 
changes  in  government.  See  “Ethical 
Restraints  of  the  ABA  Code  of 
Professional  Responsibility  on  Federal 
Criminal  Investigations,”  4B  Op.  Off. 
Legal  Coimsel  576,  601-02  (1980)  (DR 
7-104  does  not  apply  to  federal  criminal 
investigation;  the  only  restraints  on 
federal  law  enforcement  activities  are 
those  established  by  the  Constitution 
and  existing  statutes;  authorized  federal 
investigative  practices  are  exempt  from 
DR  7-104  by  its  own  terms;  state  bar 


associations  may  not.  consistmit  with 
the  Supremacy  Clause,  impose 
sanctions  on  a  government  attorney  who 
has  acted  pursuant  to  his  or  her  federal 
law  enforcement  responsibilities). 

However,  the  Department  of  Justice  is 
reopening  the  commmit  period  to  ensure 
that  all  interested  parties  have  a  chance 
to  comment.  The  I^partment  of  Justice 
received  a  number  of  comments  after 
the  deadline  for  submissicm  of 
comments  that  deserve  attention.  The 
Department  of  Justice  will  treat  those 
comments  as  being  filed  within  the 
period  for  comment  announced  by  this 
second  notice  of  proposed  rulemt^ng. 
The  Department  of  Justice  believes  that 
the  comments  received  in  the  past,  and 
the  responses  set  out  below,  refine  the 
issues  presented  by  these  regulations. 
Accordingly,  the  l5epartment  of  Justice 
requests  comments  on  any  other  issues 
raised,  or  refinements  of  the  issues  set 
out  below. 

2.  The  Need  for  the  Rule 
Two  organizations  specifically 
commented  or  suggested  that  there  was 
no  genuine  problem  regarding  Uie 
application  to  federal  prosecutors  of 
state  and  local  ethical  rules  regarding 
communications  with  represented 
persons,  and  thus  no  ne^  for  the  rule 
or  any  other  corrective  measures.  One 
such  organization  stated  that  there  was 
no  need  to  adopt  a  “bright  line”  rule  in 
order  to  clarify  a  prosecutor’s 
obligations,  b^use  the  existing  ethical 
standards  are  “perfectly  bright  and 
clear.”  The  other  organization  stated 
that  concerns  regarding  lack  of 
nationwide  uniformity  and  an  uncertain 
environment  were  caused  by  attempts 
by  government  attorneys  to  “exempt”  or 
“excuse”  themselves  fi-om  local  rules 
that  are  applicable  to  all  other  attorneys. 
Both  organizations  also  stated  that  any 
chilling  effect  on  government  attorneys 
caused  by  uncertainty  was  a  positive 
benefit,  in  that  it  would  promote 
conservative  practices  on  the  part  of 
government  attorneys. 

The  Department  of  Justice  respectfully 
disagrees  with  the  foregoing  comments, 
for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  ^e 
Background  section  of  the  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking,  57  FR  54737, 
54738-54741  (Nov.  20. 1992).  The 
requirements  of  state  and  local  ethical 
rules  vary  widely  from  jurisdiction  to 
jurisdiction,  and  are  fiequently 
inconsistent  or  unclear.  Furthermore, 
the  fact  that  the  controversy  regarding 
the  scope  of  the  rule  and  the  resulting 
uncertainty  have  had  a  chilling  effect  on 
government  attorneys  does  not  benefit 
the  administration  of  justice  if  attorneys 
are  thereby  deterred  from  undertaking 
appropriate  emd  legal  communications 


in  furtherance  of  legitimate  criminal  or 
civil  law  enforcement  investigations  and 
prosecutions. 

At  least  three  organizations  and  one 
corporation  commented  or  suggfisted 
that  Department  of  Justice  attorneys  are, 
or  should  be,  subje^  to  precisely  the 
same  ethical  rules  as  all  other  attorneys, 
and  that  therefore  the  rule  is 
unnecessary.  One  other  organization 
commented,  however,  that  the 
Department  of  Justice  has  ”  legitimate 
concerns  about  the  application  of  Rule 
4.2  to  all  aspects  of  law  enforcement 
activities.” 

The  former  comments  suggest  a  sharp 
departure  from  current  fedwal  case  law. 
As  described  in  more  detail  below,  the 
approach  adopted  in  these  rules 
conforms  closely  to  federal  case  law 
interpreting  the  application  and  scope 
of  DR  7-104  and  me  Sixth  Amendment 
That  case  law  essentially  permits 
communications  with  represented 
persons  during  the  investigative  stage  of 
a  proceeding,  and  prohibits  such 
commvmications,  subject  to  several 
well-defined  exceptions,  once  formal 
proceedings  have  commenced. 

The  existing  case  law  is  baaed  upon 
a  clear  recognition  that  Department  of 
Justice  attorneys  perform  distinctly 
difierent  functions  than  attorneys 
engaged  in  the  private  practice  of  law, 
and  that  the  rules  governing 
communications  wnth  represented 
persons  should  be  interpreted 
accordingly.  A  requirement  that 
Department  of  Justice  attorneys  follow 
exactly  identical  rules  as  private 
attorneys  would  therefore  impose 
substantial  restrictions  that  do  not 
presently  exist  and  that  do  not  appear 
to  be  necessary  or  desirable. 

3.  The  Impact  and  Scopw  of  the  Rule 

One  organization,  <me  corporation, 
end  one  individual  commented  that  the 
regulation  represents  an  “extreme 
position”  or  a  “radical  departure”  from 
current  law  and  past  Department  of 
Justice  practices,  and  therefme  should 
not  be  adopted.  These  comments 
seriously  misunderstand  the  nature  of 
the  rule.  The  text  of  the  rule  is  dwived 
largely  from  existing  case  law  and 
ethical  rules,  as  set  forth  at  greet  length 
in  the  draft  commentary  accompanying 
the  proposed  rule.  Inde^.  one  of  the 
principal  functions  of  the  rule  is  to 
codify  existing  case  law  and  to  provide 
for  uniformity  where  the  case  law  is 
inconsistent.  Furthermore,  the  rule  does 
not  represent  a  departure  from  past 
Department  of  Justice  practices  and 
policies.  As  stated  above,  it  has  long 
been  the  policy  of  the  Department  of 
Justice  that  DR  7-104  does  not  prohibit 
legitimate  law  enforcement 
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communications  with  represented 
persons.  See  “Ethical  Restraints  of  the 
ABA  Code  of  Professional 
Responsibility  on  Federal  Criminal 
Investigations,”  4B  Op.  Off.  Legal 
Counsel  576, 601-02  (1080).  Finally,  it 
should  also  be  noted  that  the 
Department  of  Justice  is  simultaneously 
adopting  restrictions  and  procedures, 
both  in  the  rule  and  in  the  United  States 
Attorneys’  Manual,  that  do  not  presently 
exist  or  are  observed  only  on  an  ad  hoc 
basis. 

4.  The  Relationship  of  the  Rule  to  State 
and  Local  Ethical  Rules 

a.  The  "Exemption"  of  Department  of 
Justice  Attome]^  from  State  and  Local 
Ethical  Rules.  Ten  organizations,  two 
corporations,  and  two  individuals 
commented  that  the  Department  of 
Justice  should  not  be  permitted  to 
“exempt”  its  attorneys  from  the  ethical 
rules  applicable  to  all  other  attorneys  or 
to  “ignore”  such  rules.  This  comment 
was  formulated  in  a  variety  of  different 
ways,  with  the  following  as  illustrative 
examples:  the  rule  would  allow 
government  attorneys  to  “disregard” 
state  ethical  rules;  the  rule  is  an  attempt 
by  the  Department  to  “unilaterally 
exempt”  its  attorneys  from  ethical  rules; 
the  rule  is  an  attempt  to  “abrogate” 
ethical  rules  or  to  “authoriz[e] 
violations”  of  such  rules;  the  rule  would 
“promote  violations”  of  DR  7-104;  the 
rule  “is  a  directive  for  Department  of 
Justice  lawyers  to  violate  the  spirit  and 
the  letter  of  long-standing  ethical 
norms”;  the  rule  “ignores  the  minimal 
ethical  standard”  applicable  in  all 
states;  the  rule  “conflictls]  with”  state 
ethical  rules;  and  the  rule  is  an  “attempt 
to  approve  a  suspension”  of  state  ethical 
rules. 

These  comments  reflect  an  apparent 
misunderstanding  of  the  structure  and 
purpose  of  the  rule  and  of  the  clear  text 
of  both  Rule  4.2  and  DR  7-104.  The  rule 
is  specifically  intended  to  fit  within  the 
structiire  of  ^th  Rule  4.2  and  DR  7-104, 
as  well  as  analogous  state  and  local 
district  court  rules.  Both  Rule  4.2  and 
DR  7-104  provide  that  communications 
that  are  “authorized  by  law”  are 
exempted  frum  the  general  prohibition 
of  the  rule.  These  rules,  as  substantive 
regulations  duly  promulgated  by  the 
Attorney  General  pvirsuant  to  statutory 
authority,  have  the  force  and  effect  of 
law.  Accordingly,  and  as  set  forth  in 
section  77.16,  commimications  with 
represented  persons  that  are  undertaken 
pursuant  to  ^ese  rules  should  be 
considered  “authorized  by  law”  within 
the  meaning  of  Rule  4.2  or  DR  7-104.  In 
nearly  all  jxirisdictions,  therefore, 
commimications  pursuant  to  these  rules 


will  be  appropriate  under  existing 
ethical  rules. 

It  is  only  in  jurisdictions  that  have 
repealed  the  “authorized  by  law” 
exception,  or  that  have  narrowed  it 
through  judicial  or  other  interpretation, 
that  a  conflict  between  the  provisions  of 
these  rules  and  the  provisions  of  state  or 
local  federal  district  court  ethical  rules 
may  arise.  In  the  event  of  such  a 
conflict.  Department  of  Justice  attorneys 
will  be  required  to  observe  these  rules 
rather  than  defer  to  state  or  local 
regulation.  To  state  that  such  a 
requirement  provides  an  “exemption” 
from  state  or  local  ethical  rules  is 
another  way  of  stating  that  the  ultimate 
power  to  regulate  the  conduct  of 
Department  of  Justice  attorneys  should 
reside  with  the  states  or  the  federal 
district  courts.  Those  arguments  are 
addressed  at  len^  below. 

One  organization  commented  that  the 
rule  “aclmowledges  no  restriction  on 
communications  with  represented 
persons  other  than  those  restrictions 
imposed  by  the  Constitution,  statutes, 
executive  orders,  or  the  regulations 
themselves.”  This  comment  apparently 
misconceives  the  structure  and  purpose 
of  the  rule.  First,  and  as  described 
above,  communications  pursuant  to  the 
rule  are  intended  to  constitute 
communications  that  are  “authorized  by 
law”  within  the  meaning  of  DR  7-104 
and  related  state  and  local  ethical  rules. 
The  rule  is  thus  intended  to  harmonize, 
not  conflict,  with  existing  ethical  rules. 
Second,  the  rules  themselves  contain 
numerous  restrictions  on 
communications  with  represented 
persons.  Third,  the  rules  will  be 
accompanied  by  companion  provisions 
in  the  United  States  Attorney’s  Manual 
setting  forth  additional  restrictions  in 
the  form  of  Department  of  Justice 
policies  and  procedures. 

b.  The  "Authorized  bylaw” 
Exception  to  DR  7-104.  One 
organization  and  one  corporation 
commented  that  these  rules  would  not 
constitute  “law”  within  the  meaning  of 
the  phrase  “authorized  by  law”  in  DR 
7-104  and  Rule  4.2.  The  organization 
stated,  without  further  explanation,  that 
regulations  promulgated  by  the 
Department  of  Justice  “are  certainly  not 
what  the  drafters  of  the  [ABA]  Rule  had 
in  mind  as  ‘law’.”  The  corporation 
stated  that  the  “authorized  by  law” 
exception  was  applicable  only  in 
“limited”  circumstances,  such  as  where 
a  statute  expressly  permits  ex  parte 
contacts.  One  other  organization 
commented  that  the  rule  “would  not 
have  the  force  of  law.” 

There  appears  to  be  no  reason  to  give 
such  a  narrow  interpretation  to  the 
phrase  “authorized  by  law”  in  Rule  4.2 


and  DR  7-104.  Neither  Rule  4.2  nor  DR 
7-104  use  the  phrase  “authorized  by 
statute”  or  any  other  narrowly-defined 
term,  but  rather  the  broader  term 
“authorized  by  law”;  the  more 
restrictive  interpretation  thus  would 
ignore  the  plain  language  of  the  ABA 
rules.  Furthermore,  the  courts  have 
upheld  a  variety  of  communications  in 
the  course  of  legitimate  law  enforcement 
investigations  as  “authorized  by  law” 
under  that  exception,  whether  or  not  the 
communication  was  specifically 
authorized  by  statute.  See  United  States 
V.  Schwimmer,  882  F.2d  22, 28  (2d  Cir. 
1989),  cert,  denied,  493  U.S.  1071  (1990) 
(communication  pursuant  to  grand  jury 
subpoena  is  “authorized  by  law”  under 
DR  7-104);  United  States  v.  Moody,  762 
F.  Supp.  1491, 1499  (N.D.  Ga.  1991) 
(communication  pursuant  to  court- 
ordered  electronic  surveillance  is 
“authorized  by  law”);  United  States  v. 
Chestman,  704  F.  Supp.  451,  454 
(S.D.N.Y.  1989)  (pre-indictment 
communication  is  “authorized  by  law” 
in  absence  of  egregious  prosecutorial 
misconduct),  rev’d  on  other  grounds, 

903  F.2d  75  (2d  Cir.  1990),  affd  in  part 
947  F.2d  551  (2d  Cir.  1991)  (en  banc); 
Weinstein  v.  Rosenbloom,  59  Ill.2d  475, 
483,  322  N.E.2d  20.  25  (1974) 
(communication  made  pursuant  to 
validly  adopted  rule  of  state  agency  is 
“authorized  by  law”);  compare  United 
States  V.  Hammad,  858  F.2d  at  839 
(under  DR  7-104,  “  a  prosecutor  is 
‘authorized  by  law’  to  employ  legitimate 
investigative  techniques  in  conducting 
or  supervising  criminal  investigations, 
and  the  use  of  informants  to  gather 
evidence  against  a  suspect  will 
frequently  fall  within  the  ambit  of  such 
authorization”). 

These  rules,  as  substantive  regulations 
duly  promulgated  by  the  Attorney 
General  pursuant  to  statutory  authority, 
have  the  force  and  effect  of  law.  See, 
e.g.,  Chrysler  Corp  v.  Brown,  441  U.S. 
281,  295  (1979).  Accordingly, 
communications  with  represented 
persons  that  are  undertaken  pursuant  to 
these  rules  should  be  considered 
“authorized  by  law”  within  the  meaning 
of  Rule  4.2  or  DR  7-104. 

One  organization  commented  that  the 
rule  is  an  attempt  by  the  Department  of 
Justice  “  to  impose  a  binding  federal 
interpretation  on  state  law”  which 
raises  important  questions  of  “comity 
and  federalism.”  This  comment 
misconstrues  the  intent  of  the  rule.  The 
rule  does  attempt  to  create  state  law  or 
bind  state  courts  in  their  interpretation 
of  state  law.  Rather,  the  rule  seeks  to 
create  federal  law  that  harmonizes  with 
state  law  and  therefore  avoids 
unnecessary  federal-state  conflicts. 
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One  organization  commented  that  the 
IDepartment  of  Justice  appears  to 
presume  that  any  conduct  by  a 
prosecutor  which  is  not  * 
unconstitutional  is  "authorized  by  law" 
and  therefore  ethical.  It  is  sufficient  to 
note  that  these  rules  do  not  adopt  that 
approach,  without  addressing  the 
substantive  merits  of  that  argument  as 
an  appropriate  interpretation  of  DR  7- 
104. 

c.  Inconsistencies  in  State  and  Local 
Ethical  Rules.  One  individual 
commented  that  the  rule  addresses  the 
problem  of  inconsistencies  among  state 
and  local  ethical  rules  by  "holdling) 

DOJ  attorneys  to  the  lowest  common 
denominator  of  ethical  standards  in  the 
country."  The  individual  further  stated 
that  Department  of  Justice  "should  set 
the  highest  standard  for  ethical 
conduct"  rather  than  "fall  to  the 
lowest." 

This  comment  appears  to  equate 
restrictive  rules  on  commimications 
with  represented  persons  with  “high" 
ethical  standards  and  liberal  rules  on 
such  communications  with  "low" 
ethical  standards.  That  analysis  is  not 
helpful  in  determining  which 
communications  should  be  permitted 
and  which  should  not,  because  it  would 
simply  require  that  the  Department 
follow  the  most  restrictive  rule  possible, 
without  regard  to  whether  such  a 
position  had  any  substantive  merit. 

The  Department  of  Justice  has 
generally  elected  to  follow  established 
case  law  interpreting  state  and  local 
ethical  rules  or  the  Sixth  Amendment  in 
the  formulation  of  these  rules.  Where 
the  case  law  or  the  ethical  rules  are 
inconsistent,  the  Department  has  sought 
to  adopt  positions  that  are  reasonable, 
fair,  and  consistent  with  federal  law. 

5.  Whether  the  Department  of  Justice  Is 
the  Appropriate  Authority  To  Create 
Standards  of  Conduct 

Three  organizations  commented  that 
rules  governing  communications  with 
represented  persons  should  not  be 
promulgated  by  the  Department  of 
Justice.  One  such  organization  that  "the 
power  to  promulgate  and  enforce  •  •  • 
ethical  rules  must  reside  separately  and 
be  exercised  independently  from  the 
governmental  authorities  and  lawyers  to 
be  regulated  by  those  rules."  The  other 
organization  stated  that  it  questioned 
the  "tacit  promise"  of  the  rule  that  "the 
Department  of  Justice  is  the  proper 
arbiter  of  the  ethical  standards  to  be 
imposed  upon  its  employees." 

These  comments  misconceive  the 
constitutional  and  statutcoy  framework 
in  which  these  rules  have  been 
developed.  Rules  governing  the  conduct 
of  Department  of  Justice  attorneys,  or 


any  c^er  officiala  of  the  Executive 
Branch,  may  only  be  promulgated 
pursuant  to  constitutional  or  statutory 
authority.  The  Department  of  Justice 
possesses  appropriate  authority 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  301  and  28  U.S.C 
516,  515(a),  519,  509,  510,  533,  and  547. 
Such  authority  is,  however,  lacking  with 
respect  to  bar  associations,  the  states,  or 
the  federal  district  courts,  as  set  forth 
below. 

a.  Bar  Association  Ethical  Rules.  One 
organization  commented  that  the 
appropriate  way  to  resolve  the  problem 
is  for  the  Department  of  Justice  to  seek 

•  a  "compromise"  which  "respects  the 
importance  and  continued  vitality"  of 
the  ABA  rules,  apparently  throu^ 
modification  of  me  ABA  Model  Rules  of 
Professional  Conduct.  While  the 
Departmmit  of  Justice  adcnowledges  the 
good  faith  and  sincere  intuitions  of 
those  within  the  ABA  who  desire  such 
a  resolution,  the  Department  must 
respectfully  decline  to  adopt  that 
approach.  First,  the  Department  does 
not  believe  that  rulem^ng  authority  in 
this  sensitive  and  difficult  area  may  be 
properly  delegated  outside  the  federal 
government.  Furthermore,  even  a  fully 
successful  cmnpromise  would  result  at 
most  in  a  modification  of  the  ABA  rule. 
There  would  remain  the  task  of 
attempting  to  modify  the  attorney 
ethical  rules  in  the  fifty  states,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  the  ninety- 
four  federal  district  courts.  Such  an 
approach  would  have  little  prospect  of 
either  a  rapid  or  uniform  solution  to  the 
problem,  and  therefore  does  not  appear 
to  be  a  practical  alternative  under  the 
circumstances. 

b.  State  Ethical  Rules.  Two 
organizations  specifically  commented 
that  the  proper  authorities  for 
promulgating  and  interpreting  rules  of 
attorney  discipline  for  Department  of 
Justice  attorneys  were  the  states.  One 
such  organization  stated  that  the 
proposed  rules  "constitute  a  usurpation 
of  power  reserved  to  the  states,  the 
power  to  regulate  the  practice  of  law." 
The  other  organization  stated  that 
attorney  licensing  and  discipline  is  “a 
traditional  state  fiinction,"  and  that  an 
"attempt  to  establish  a  federal 
exemption  from  these  [state]  standards 
through  an  agency  regulation"  raises 
important  questions  of  “comity  emd 
federalism." 

The  essential  thrust  of  these 
comments  is  that  Department  of  Justice 
attorneys  should  be  directly  regulated 
by  the  states  with  respect  to 
communications  with  represented 
persons.  The  Department  of  Justice  fully 
respect  the  important  role  played  by 
state  bar  disciplinary  authorities  in 
promulgating  and  enforcing  rules  of 


attorney  ethics.  Such  direct  regulation 
of  federal  officiala  by  state  auUioritiea, 
however,  poses  serious  concerns  under 
the  Supremacy  Clause  of  the  United 
States  Constitution. 

It  is  a  “seminal  principle  of  our  law," 
deriving  from  the  Supremacy  Clause, 
that  unless  Congress  expressly  and 
affirmatively  states  to  t^  contrary,  "the 
activities  of  the  Federal  Government  are 
free  from  regulation  by  any  state,"  and 
federal  officers  in  the  performance  of 
their  duties  are  immiuie  from  state 
control.  Hancock  y.  Train,  426  U.S.  167, 
178-79  (1976).  See  Bank  t^the  United 
States  V.  Halstead,  23  U.S.  (10  Wheat) 

51,  63  (1825)  ("An  officer  of  the  United 
States  cannot,  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duty,  be  governed  and  controlled  by 
state  laws,  any  further  than  such  laws 
have  been  adopted  and  sanctioned  by 
the  legislative  authority  of  the  Unitea 
States."):  North  Dakota  v.  United  States, 
495  U.S.  423,  434  (1990)  (state  law  may 
"run  afoul  of  the  Supremacy  Clause"  if 
it  purports  to  "regulate  the  Government 
directly"):  Tennessee  v.  Davis,  100  U.S, 
257,  263  (1880)  (federal  officers  acting 
within  the  scope  of  their  authcNrity  may 
not  “be  arrested  and  brought  to  trial  in 
a  State  court,  for  an  alleged  ofiense 
against  the  law  of  the  State");  In  re 
Neagle,  135  U.S.  1  (1890);  Ohiov. 
Thomas,  173  U.S.  276,  283-84  (1899); 
Mayo  V.  United  States.  319  U.S.  441, 
447-48  (1943);  Leslie  Miller,  Inc.  v. 
Arkansas,  352  U.S.  187, 190  (1956)  (per 
curiam);  Public  Utilities  Conim'n  of 
California  v.  United  States.  355  U.S, 

534,  544  (1958);  aifton  v.  Cox,  549  F.2d 
722,  730  (9th  Or.  1977)  (where  "a 
federal  officer  does  no  more  than  is 
necessary'  and  proper  in  the 
performance  of  his  duty,  the  state 
should  not  be  allowed  to  review  the 
exercise  of  federal  authority.  Qae  of  the 
basic  tenets  in  the  appEcation  of  the 
Supremacy  Clause  is  that  the  states  have 
no  power  to  determine  the  extent  of 
federal  authority.  To  rule  otherwise 
would  allow  a  state  to  punish  the 
exercise  of  federal  authority  under  the 
guise  of  questioning  the  ri^t  of  federal 
officials  at.”);  United  States  v.  Town  of 
Windsor.  765  F.2d  16. 18  (2d  Cir.  1985); 
United  States  v.  City  of  Philadelphia, 
798  F.2d  81  (3d  Qr.  1986). 

The  foregoing  principles  have  been 
applied  by  the  Fourth  Circuit  in 
considering  the  application  of  state 
attorney  e&cs  nues  of  Department  of 
Justice  attorneys.  In  Kolibash  v. 
Committee  on  Legal  Ethics  of  W.Va.  Bar, 
872  F.2d  571.  575  (4th  Cir.  1989),  the 
court  observed  that  "[riegulation  of  the 
legal  profession  admittedlv  implicates 
significant  state  interests,  out  the  federal 
interest  in  protecting  federal  officials  in 
the  performance  of  ffieir  federal  duties 
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is  paramount."  The  court  also  noted  that 
state  attorney  disciplinary  proceedings 
"could  be  used  to  interfere  with  the 
duties  of  federal  officials,  including  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  United  States,  all  of 
whom  may  be  lawyers.  Federal 
prosecutors  too  may  be  targets  of 
retaliatory  state  proceedings  *  *  Id. 

For  these  reasons,  the  Department  of 
Justice  respectfully  states  that  direct 
state  regulation  of  federal  officials 
regarding  the  circumstances  under 
which  they  may  communicate  with 
represent^  persons  is  inappropriate, 
and  that  the  power  to  regulate  such 
conduct  must  remain  with  the  federal 
government,  at  lease  in  the  absence  of 
a  clear  congressional  directive  to  the 
contrary. 

Several  commenters  directed  the 
attention  of  the  Department  to  the  recent 
opinion  of  the  United  States  District 
Court  for  the  District  of  New  Mexico, 
Matter  of  Doe.  801  F.  Supp.  478  (D.N.M. 

1992) ,  wherein  the  court  states,  among 
other  things,  that  federal  prosecutors  are 
subject  to  regulation  and  punishment  by 
state  bar  disciplinary  authorities.  The 
Depai^ent  of  Justice  respectfully 
submits  that  the  opinion  is  wrongly 
decided  and  filed  an  action  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  to  enjoin  the  Chief 
Disciplinary  Counsel  of  the  Disciplinary 
Board  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  New 
Mexico  bom  proceeding  with  its 
disciplinary  action  against  John  Doe,  an 
Assistant  United  States  Attorney  for  the 
District  of  Columbia.  The  District  Court 
dismissed  the  government’s  complaint 
for  want  of  personal  jurisdiction  over 
the  defendant,  and  noted,  in  dicta,  that 
the  New  Mexico  proceeding  against  Doe 
was  not  barred  by  the  Supremacy  Clause 
because  (1)  the  government  had  ilot 
demonstrated  that  Doe’s  contact  with 
the  defendant  was  "necessary  and 
proper’’  to  the  AUSA’s  duties  as  a 
federal  prosecutor,  and  (2)  there  was  no 
"federal  law"  that  could  preempt  state 
law.  United  States  v.  Ferrara,  Civil 
Action  No.  92-2869  (D.D.C.)  (May  28. 

1993) .  The  Department  of  Justice  is 
considering  whether  to  appeal  this 
decision. 

In  addition  to  the  Supremacy  Clause 
concerns,  it  should  also  be  noted  that 
regulation  of  Department  of  Justice 
attorneys  by  the  states  would  almost 
certainly  perpetuate  the  current 
difficulties  regarding  inconsistent  and 
imclear  interpretations  of  the  ethical 
rules  in  the  various  jurisdictions. 

One  organization  commented  that  the 
congressional  requirement  that 
Department  of  Justice  lawyers  be 
members  of  the  bar  of  at  least  one  state 


or  the  District  of  Columbia  mandates 
that  Department  lawyers  adhere  to  the 
ethical  standards  imposed  by  those 
licensing  jiuisdictions.  The  requirement 
that  Department  of  Justice  attorneys  be 
members  of  the  bar  of  one  or  more  states 
or  territories  is  set  forth  in  a  1979 
appropriation  act,  which  has  been 
carried  forward  in  various  additional 
appropriation  acts  over  the  past  several 
years.  Department  of  Justice 
Appropriation  Act.  Fiscal  Year  1980, 
Public  Law  96-132,  3(a).  93  Stat.  1040, 
1044  (Nov.  30, 1979),  as  carried  forward 
by,  e.g..  Departments  of  Commerce, 
Justice,  and  State,  the  Judiciary,  and 
Related  Agencies  Appropriation  Act, 
Fiscal  Year  1993,  Public  Law  102-395, 
tit.  I,  section  102(a).  106  Stat.  1828, 1838 
(Oct.  6, 1992).  That  requirement  clearly 
does  not,  however,  constitute  the 
“express”  and  "affirmative”  command 
of  Congress  required  under  the 
Supremacy  Clause  to^permit  direct  state 
regulation  of  federal  officials.  See 
Hancock  v.Train,  426  U.S.  167, 178-79 
(1976);  but  see.  United  States  v.  Ferrara, 
Civil  Action  No.  92-2869  (D.D.C.)  (May 
28. 1993). 

c.  Local  Federal  District  Court  Ethical 
Rules.  One  organization  and  one 
individual  specifically  commented  that 
the  proper  authorities  for  promulgating 
and  interpreting  rules  of  attorney 
discipline  for  Department  of  Justice 
attorneys  were  the  federal  courts.  The 
organization  commented  that  "(jludges 
traditionally  have  control,  through 
disciplinary  proceedings,  oyer  the 
conduct  of  attorneys  practicing  before 
them.”  and  that  by  "attempting  to  get  its 
own  standard  for  its  lawyers,  the 
Department  invites  a  conflict  between 
executive  and  judicial  power.”  The 
individual  stated  that  the  proposed  rule 
"is  probably  an  unconstitutional 
encroachment  upon  the  supervisory 
powers  of  federal  district  courts,  each  of 
which  has  adopted  its  own  rules  of 
conduct  and  incorporated  by  local  rule 
the  rules  of  conduct  of  the  state  bar 
where  the  district  is  located.”  The 
individual  further  stated  that  "it  is 
readily  apparent  that  an  Article  III  court 
operating  pursuant  to  its  inherent 
supervisory  powers,  as  well  as  a 
delegated  rulemaking  power,  carries 
constitutional  rulemaking  authority  that 
is  at  least  co^ual  to,  if  not  superior  to, 
that  of  the  Justice  Department 
concerning  the  conduct  of  lawyers  and 
their  agents  appearing  before  them.” 

As  an  initial  matter,  it  is  by  no  means 
certain  that  local  federal  district  court 
rules  will  conflict  with  the  present  rule. 
A  number  of  federal  district  courts  have 
adopted  local  rules  that  adopt  or 
incorporate  ABA  or  state  disciplinary 
rules  in  their  entirety,  including  a 


version  of  DR  7-104  or  Rule  4.2.  By 
incorporating  state  bar  rules,  virtually 
all  such  local  rules  have  thereby 
incorporated  the  "authorized  by  law” 
exception.  Accordingly, 
communications  pursuant  to  these  rules 
will  not  violate  any  local  district  court 
rule  which  incorporates  the  ABA  rule  or 
a  state  analogue  of  that  rule.  If,  however, 
a  district  court  adopts  a  local  rule  that 
incorporates  a  state  rule  (such  as  Florida 
Rule  of  Professional  Conduct  4-4.2)  not 
containing  the  "authorized  by  law” 
exception,  or  if  the  court  narrowly 
inteiprets  that  exception,  a  potential 
conflict  may  exist  with  these  rules.  See 
N.D.  Fla.  Local  Rule  4(G)(1) 
(incorporating  "the  Q^e  of  Professional 
Responsibility  of  the  American  Bar 
Association  as  modified  and  adopted  by 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Florida  to  govern 
the  professional  behavior  of  the 
members  of  The  Florida  Bar”);  M.D.  Fla. 
Local  Rule  2.04(c)  (same,  except 
substituting  "Model  Rules  of 
Professional  Conduct”  for  "Code  of 
Professional  Responsibility”);  compare 
S.D.  Fla.  Local  Rule  16(c)  (incorporating 
the  "current  Canons  of  Professional 
Ethics  of  the  American  Bar 
Association”).  Whether  an  actual 
conflict  exists  would  depend,  of  coimse, 
on  the  particular  circumstances  of  an 
individual  case,  including  the  manner 
in  which  the  district  coxirt  interprets  or 
applies  its  local  rule. 

if  such  a  conflict  arises,  the  question 
then  becomes  whether  such  a  rule- 
adopted  hy  a  federal  district  court  to 
govern  the  out-of-court  conduct  of 
Department  of  Justice  officials — is  a 
valid  exercise  of  judicial  authority.  The 
power  to  adopt  such  a  rule  must  be 
derived  firom  one  of  two  sources:  the 
local  rulemaking  power  specifically 
granted  to  the  courts  pursuant  to  28 
U.S.C.  2071,  Fed.  R.  Crim.  P.  57,  and 
Fed.  R.  Civ.  P.  83,  or  the  court’s  inherent 
supervisory  powers. 

The  local  rulemaking  authority  of  the 
federal  district  courts  is  narrowly 
limited.  As  the  Notes  of  the  Advisory 
Committee  on  Criminal  Rules  to  Fed.  R. 
Crim.  P.  57  make  clear,  that  authority  is 
limited  to  prescribing  local  practices  as 
to  "matters  of  detail.”  Accordingly,  to 
the  extent  that  a  local  federal  district 
court  rule  seeks  to  prohibit  otherwise- 
legal  conduct  of  Department  of  Justice 
attorneys  in  the  exercise  of  their  out-of- 
court  investigatory  duties,  that  rule 
would  almost  certainly  exceed  the  local 
rulemaking  authority  of  the  court. 
Baylson  v.  Disciplinary  Board,  975  F.2d 
102, 108-09  (3d  Cir.  1992),  cert,  denied 
61  U.S.L.W.  3651  (U.S.  No.  92-1021, 
March  22, 1993);  United  States  v. 
Klubock,  832  F.2d  649,  658-660  &  n.25 
(1st  Cir.  1987)  (Campbell,  J.,  dissenting). 
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832  F.2d  684,  668-69  (ist  Cir.  1987) 
(Campbell,  J.,  dissenting  en  banc);  see 
Johnson,  “The  Impact  of  Disciplinary 
Rule  7-104  on  Law  Enforcement 
Contact  with  Represented  Persons,”  40 
U.  Kan.  L.  Rev.  63, 152-54  (1992);  see 
also  Cramton  &  Udell,  “State  Ethics 
Rules  and  Federal  Prosecutors:  The 
Controversies  over  the  Anti-Contact  and 
Subpoena  Rules,”  53  U.  Pitt.  L.  Rev. 

291,  316  (1992)  (criticizing  lack  of 
uniformity  of  local  district  court  rules 
adopting  ethical  rules  and  noting  that 
“the  substantive  and  procedural  rights 
of  persons  subject  to  federal  law  should 
not  vary  by  state  or  by  judicial  district”). 

The  ability  of  district  courts  to  adopt 
similar  restrictions  through  the  exercise 
of  the  supervisory  power  is  likewise 
narrowly  circumscribed.  The  courts 
have  no  general  supervisory  power  over 
federal  prosecutors.  See,  e.g..  United 
States  V.  Russell,  411  U.S.  423,  435 
(1973)  (federal  judiciary  does  not  have 
a  “‘chancellor’s  foot’  veto  over  law 
enforcement  practices  of  which  it  does 
not  approve”);  United  States  v.  Hasting, 
461  U.S.  499  (1983);  Baylson  v. 
Disciplinary  Board,  975  F.2d  102, 109- 
11  (3d  Cir.  1992),  cert,  denied  61 
U.S.L.W.  3651  (U.S.  No.  92-1021, 

March  22, 1993);  United  States  v. 
Simpson,  927  F.2d  1088  (9th  Cir.  1991); 
Johnson,  supra,  40  U.  Kan.  L.  Rev.  at 
154-60.  In  particular,  the  supervisory 
power  may  not  be  used  as  a  means  of 
prescribing  standards  of  prosecutorial 
conduct  for  out-of-court  activities  that 
do  not  violate  clear  constitutional  or 
statutory  norms.  See  United  States  v. 
Williams,  112  S.  Ct.  1735, 1742  (1992) 
(supervisory  power  may  not  be  used  “as 
a  means  of  prescribing  standards  of 
prosecutorial  conduct  before  the  grand 
jury  in  the  first  instance”).  Accordingly, 
it  appears  clear  that  a  local  federal 
district  court  could  not  prescribe, 
pursuant  to  its  supervisory  power, 
standards  for  prosecutorial 
communications  with  represented 
persons  for  commimications  that  do  not 
violate  the  Sixth  Amendment  or  other 
federal  law. 

At  least  two  other  constitutional  or 
legal  issues  raise  serious  impediments 
to  local  rulemaking  by  the  federal 
district  courts  with  regard  to  the*out-of- 
court  conduct  of  Department  of  Justice 
officials.  First,  because  prosecutors  are 
not  only  lawyers  (and  therefore  “officers 
of  the  court”),  but  also  officers  of  the 
Executive  Branch  performing  executive 
duties,  judicial  regulation  by  local 
district  court  rules  of  their  out-of-court 
functions  raises  serious  separation  of 
powers  concerns.  See  Moore,  “Intra- 
Professional  Warfare  between 
Prosecutors  and  Defense  Attorneys:  A 
Plea  for  an  End  to  Current  Hostilities,” 


53  U.  Pitt.  L.  Rev.  515,  524  (1992) 
(“Unlike  many  government  lawyers 
*  *  *  prosecutors  often  perform  tasks 
which  are  primarily  executive  in 
nature”)  (footnote  omitted);  Johnson, 
supra,  40  U.  Kan.  L.  Rev.  at  162-68 
(arguing  that  application  of  DR  7-104  to 
investigative  communications  by 
prosecutors  violates  separation  of 
powers);  see  also  In  re  Grand  Jury 
Proceedings,  613  F.2d  501,  504-05  (5th 
Cir.  1980)  (judiciary  may  not  intrude 
into  executive  branch  decisions 
concerning  the  prosecution  of  cases). 
Second,  and  in  any  event,  conflicting 
local  rules  must  give  way  to  the 
command  of  Congress  empowering  the 
Attorney  General  to  promulgate 
regulations  governing  the  “conduct”  of 
Department  of  Justice  attorneys  under 
relevant  statutory  authority.  See 
Michaelson  v.  United  States,  266  U.S. 

42,  65-66  (1924)  (Congress  can  legislate 
and  overrule  court  practice  even  in 
areas  indisputably  involving  the  courts’ 
“inherent  power”). 

Finally,  there  remains  the  practical 
difficulty  that  the  ninety-four  different 
federal  district  courts  will  almost 
certainly  not  adopt  consistent  and  clear 
interpretations  of  DR  7-104.  See 
generally  Rand  v.  Monsanto  Co.,  926 
F.2d  596,  600-03  (7th  Cir.  1991)  (noting 
great  variety  of  approaches  taken  by 
federal  district  courts  to  adopting 
ethical  rules,  and  criticizing  resulting 
“balkanization  of  litigation”). 

Accordingly,  and  for  the  foregoing 
reasons,  the  Department  of  Justice 
respectfully  submits  that  the  regulation 
of  Department  of  Justice  officials 
regarding  commimications  with 
represented  persons  is  not  an 
appropriate  subject  for  local  federal 
district  court  rulemaking. 

6.  Department  of  Justice  Rulemaking 
Power 

One  organization  commented  that  it 
was  “doubtful”  whether  Congress 
“could  alter  the  sources  of  ethical 
standards  and  the  enforcement 
mechanism  governing  the  conduct  of 
DOJ  lawyers”  because  of  the 
“paramount  interests  of  the  judicial 
branch  in  the  conduct  of  members  of  the 
legal  profession.”  The  organization 
further  stated  that  “(ijn  any  event. 
Congress  has  not  chosen  to  do  so.” 
Another  organization  commented  that 
“the  Department  lacks  the  power  to 
issue  a  regulation  which  purports  to 
establish  ethical  standards  for 
E)epartment  of  Justice  employees”. 
Another  organization  commented  that 
the  Department  of  Justice  does  not  have 
“the  pmwer  to  legislate  or  to  promulgate 
rules  of  evidence.” 


These  comments  misconceive  both 
the  congressional  authority  to  enact 
legislation  governing  the  judicial  branch 
and  the  scope  of  existing  federal  status. 
First  it  is  well-establish^  that  Congress 
can  legislate  and  overrule  court 
practices  even  in  areas  indisputably 
involving  the  courts’  “inherent  power.” 
See  Michaelson  v.  United  States,  266 
U.S.  42,  65-66(1924).  It  is  thus  clear  that 
Congress  has  the  power  to  prescribe 
standards  of  conduct  for  attorneys  in 
federal  court,  notwithstanding  the 
traditional  involvement  of  the  courts  in 
attorney  licensing  and  discipline.  It  is 
also  well-establiwed  that  Congress  has 
the  power  to  prescribe  standards  of 
conduct  for  ^ecutive  Branch 
employees.  See  Ex  Parte  Curtis,  106  U.S. 
371,  372  (1882). 

Second,  Congress  has  by  statute 
empowered  the  Attorney  General  to 
promulgate  regulations  such  as  these. 
The  Attorney  General  is  granted  certain 
specific  statutory  powers  under  federal 
law,  including  tne  power  (through 
intermediary  officials)  to  conduct  grand 
jury  proceedings  or  any  other  kind  of 
civil  or  criminal  legal  proceeding;  to 
conduct  litigation,  ana  to  “seauTe) 
evidence”  therefor;  to  detect  and 
prosecute  crimes;  and  to  prosecute 
“civil  actions,  suits,  and  proceedings  in 
which  the  United  States  is  concerned.” 
28  U.S.C.  515(a),  516,  533,  547;  see  28 
U.S.C.  509,  510,  The  Attorney  General  is 
also  authorized  to  “supervise  all 
litigation”  to  which  the  United  States  is 
a  party  and  to  direct  United  States 
Attorneys  and  other  subordinate 
attorneys  in  the  “discharge  of  their 
respective  duties.”  28  U.S.C.  519. 
Furthermore,  as  the  head  of  an 
Executive  Department,  the  Attomey 
General  has  the  authority  to  prescribe 
regulations  for  the  “government”  of  the 
Department  of  Justice,  “the  conduct  of 
its  employees,”  and  “the  distribution 
and  performance  of  its  business.”  5 
U.S.C.  301. 

The  Attomey  General  is  thus 
authorized,  among  other  things,  to 
prescribe  regulations  governing  the 
"conduct”  of  Department  of  Justice 
attorneys  in  the  course  of  “securing 
evidence”  and  discharging  their  duties. 
Traditionally,  the  issue  of  whether 
attorneys  may  “secure  evidence” 
through  communications  with 
represented  persons,  where  not 
prohibited  by  the  Constitution,  has  been 
treated  as  one  of  attomey  “conduct,” 
not  as  a  matter  of  criminal  or  civil 
procediure  or  substantive  law.  By 
treating  the  issue  as  a  matter  of  attomey 
conduct  u  tder  5  U.S.C.  301,  these  rules 
follow  that  traditional  approach.  The 
promulgation  of  these  rules  is  thus 
directly  authorized  by  federal  statute. 
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7.  The  Preemptive  Effect  of  the  Rule 

At  lease  two  organizations 
commented  regaiding  the  legal  authority 
of  the  Department  of  Justice  to  preempt 
state  regulation  of  federal  officials 
through  attcnney  ethical  rules.  One 
oiganizatioa  stated  that  none  of  the 
statutes  cited  in  the  “Purpose  and 
Authority*'  section  of  the  proposed  rule 
"confers  the  power  to  preempt  or 
displace*’  state  ethical  rules,  or  to 
"override  the  power  of  state  and  federal 
judges  to  enfcwoe  ethical  standards  in 
their  respective  courts.**  The  other 
organization  similarly  stated  that  the 
Department  of  Justice  does  not  have  the 
power  to  "supplant**  state  and  local 
court  rules  governing  attorney  ethics 
imder  existing  federal  statutes,  and  that 
“(w]hen  the  state  law  to  be  preempted 
by  f^eral  law  concerns  matters 
traditionally  Mrithin  the  realm  of  the 
states,  the  ^eral  law  must  demonstrate 
a  clear  and  manifest  purpose  to  preempt 
the  state  law  on  that  subject." 

These  comments  reflect  an  apparent 
misimderstanding  of  the  limits  of  the 
authority  of  the  states  to  impose  direct 
regulation  on  federal  officials,  as  well  as 
principles  of  federal  preemption.  First, 
and  as  set  forth  above,,  the  states  may 
not  directly  regulate  or  punish  federal 
officials  for  acts  undert^en  in  their 
official  capacities,  or  otherwise 
substantially  interfere  with  the  lawful 
functions  of  federal  officials.  Conflicting 
state  rules  regarding  communications 
with  represented  persons  thus  may  not 
be  enforced  againk  Department  of 
Justice  officie^.  Moreover,  to  the  extent 
that  the  issue  may  be  considered  one  of 
federal  preemption  of  state  laws,  it  is 
clear  that  conflicting  state  rules  must 
yield  to  the  federal  rule.  While  a  "clear 
and  manifest  purpose”  on  the  part  of 
Congress  to  preempt  state  law  is 
required  where  Congress  legislates  in  "a 
field  which  the  States  have  traditionally 
occupied,”  Rice  v.  Santa  Fe  Elevator 
Carp.,  331  U.S.  218,  230  (1947),  the 
regulation  of  the  conduct  of  federal 
officials  in  the  performance  of  their 
duties  is  not  a  matter  "traditionally 
occupied”  by  the  states.  Furthermore, 
and  in  any  event,  such  congressional 
purpose  to  preempt  may  be  evidenced 
where  "the  federal  interest  is  so 
dominant  that  the  federal  system  will  be 
assumed  to  preclude  enforcement  of 
state  laws  on  the  subject.”  Rice,  331  U.S. 
at  230;  Fidelity  Federal  Sov.  S' Loan 
Ass’n  v.DeLa  Cuesta,  458  U.S.  141, 153 
(1982);  see  Hines  v.  Davidowitz,  312 
U.S.  52  (1941).  The  dominant  federal 
interest  in  regulating  the  conduct  of 
federal  officials  in  the  performance  of 
their  official  duties  is  readily  apparent. 
Finally,  "(ejven  where  Congress  has  not 


completely  displaced  state  regulation  in 
a  specific  area,  state  law  is  nullified  to 
the  extent  it  acUially  conflicts  with 
federal  law.”  Hillsborough  County  v. 
Automated  Medical  Lalwratories,  Inc., 
471  U.S.  707, 713  (1985).  Such  a  conflict 
arises  when  "compliance  with  both 
federal  and  state  rMulations  is  a 
physical  impossibility,”  Florida  Ume  & 
Avocado  Growers,  Inc.  v.  Paul,  373  U.S. 
132, 142-43  (1963),  or  when  state  law 
"stands  as  an  obst^le  to  the 
accomplishment  and  execution  of  the 
full  purposes  and  objectives  of 
Congress,”  Hines  v.  Davidowitz,  312 
U.S.  at  67.  See  Baylson  v.  Disciplinary 
Board,  975  F.2d  102, 111-12  (3d  Cir. 
1992)  (state  ethical  rules  regarding 
grand  jury  subpoenas  to  attorneys  may 
not  be  enforced  against  federal 
prosecutors  under  Supremacy  Clause 
because  of  conflict  with  federal  law), 
cert,  denied  61  U.S.L.W.  3651  (U.S.  No. 
92-1021,  March  22, 1993).  Accordingly, 
and  for  the  foregoing  reasons,  the 
enforcement  of  conflicting  state  ethical 
rules  must  yield  to  the  federal  rule 
imder  the  Supremacy  Clause  of  the 
Constitution. 

8.  Relationship  of  Rule  to  Other  Ethical 
Rules 

One  organization  commented  that  the 
rule  does  not  “acknowledge  the 
importance  of  the  [ABA]  Rules  of 
Professional  Conduct  except  as  they 
apply  to  defense  attorneys  in  multiple 
representation  situations.”  This 
comment  misconceives  the  purpose  of 
the  rule.  As  stated  in  the  Background 
section  of  the  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking,  57  FR  54737,  54741  (Nov. 
20, 1992),  these  rules  are  not  intended 
to  address  the  general  question  of  the 
application  of  state  rules  of  professional 
conduct  to  Department  of  Justice 
attorneys,  but  only  the  relatively  narrow 
issue  of  communications  with- 
represented  persons. 

Two  organizations  commented  that 
the  rule  would  set  a  precedent  that  the 
Department  of  Justice  might  employ  in 
areas  other  than  the  issue  of 
communications  with  represented 
persons.  One  such  organization  stated 
that  "there  would  be  no  impediment  to 
establishing  an  entirely  separate  set  of 
ethical  standards  for  Department  of 
Justice  lawyers  which  would  supplant 
state  bar  requirements.”  The 
Department  of  Justice  respectfully 
submits  that  the  potential  effect  of  the 
rule  as  a  precedent  is  entirely 
speculative,  and  therefore  not  an 
appropriate  basis  to  withdraw  the  rule. 
The  argument  fmnceming  the  potential 
supplanting  of  state  bar  ethical 
requirements  is  in  essence  a  restatement 
of  the  argument  that  the  Department  of 


Justice  should  not  promulgate 
regulations  regarding  attorney  conduct 
that  may  conflict  with  state 
requirements,  addressed  above. 

Three  organizations  commented  that 
the  approach  taken  by  the  Department 
of  Justice  might  be  employed  by  other 
federal  agencies  to  **exempt”  their 
attorneys  from  ethical  rules  or  "to 
permit  conduct  by  their  lawyers  which 
is  inconsistent  with  ethical  rules.” 

These  comments  raise  collateral  issues. 
The  question  of  whether  another  agency 
has  the  authority  to  issue  regulations 
governing  the  conduct  of  its  attorneys  in 
a  particular  area  is  entirely  dependent 
on  that  agency’s  particular  statutory 
authority,  and  need  not  be  addressed  at 
this  time. 

9.  Lack  of  Participation  of  Outsiders  in 
Drafting  Rule 

One  individual  commented  that  the 
proposed  rule  should  not  have  been 
drafted  "apparently  without  input  from 
judges,  private  lawyers,  academics  and 
others”  from  outside  the  Department  of 
Justice  who  "traditionally  play  a  role  in 
shaping  rules  of  professional  conduct.” 
This  comment  fails  to  appreciate  the 
purpose  of  the  public  notice  and 
comment  period.  The  Department  of 
Justice  did,  in  fact,  informally  consult 
with  representatives  of  the  organized 
bar  during  the  drafting  process,  as  noted 
above.  Furthermore,  Department 
attorneys  consulted  a  wide  variety  of 
articles,  papers,  and  other  materials 
from  the  academic  and  judicial 
communities  and  the  private  bar  in  the 
course  of  preparing  the  proposal.  The 
degree  of  prepublication  consultation 
was  unusually  broad,  not  sparse  as  the 
comment  suggests.  Moreover,  the  rule  is 
again  proposed  for  further  conunents  in 
order  to  ensure  the  broadest  range  of 
views  and  comments  from  interested 
persons. 

B.  Comments  Relating  to  Particular 
Sections 

1.  Section  77.1:  Purpose  and  Authority 

Comments  relating  to  this  section  are 
addressed  in  the  General  Comments 
section  above. 

2.  Section  77.2:  Definitions 

One  Department  of  Justice  component 
commented  that  the  definitions  in  the 
rule  should  provide  "greater  distinction, 
perhaps  in  the  way  of  illustrative 
examples,  between  covered  and  non- 
covered  civil  activities,  especially  for 
those  Department  attorneys  whose 
practice  is  generally  conducted  in 
forums  other  than  federal  district 
court,”  such  as  administrative  tribimals. 
In  response  to  this  comment,  a  sentence 
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has  been  added  to  §  77.2(f)  to  make  clear 
that  the  phrase  “action  or  proceeding” 
includes  any  action  or  proceeding 
“before  any  court  or  other  tribunal.” 

3.  Section  77.3:  Represented  Person 

One  organization  commented  that 

“(wlith  only  rare  exceptions,  in-house 
coimsel  represent  the  corporation 
concerning  all  subject  matters,”  and  that 
the  rule  “attempts  to  narrow 
representation  in  a  way  that  does  not 
recognize  the  realties  of  in-house 
practice.” 

This  comment  appears  to  misconstrue 
the  definition  of  “represented  person” 
contained  in  §  77.3.  Under  ordinary 
circumstances,  the  lepresentation  of  a 
corporation  by  in-house  counsel  would 
readily  fall  within  the  three-part  test  set 
forth  in  the  rule.  In  order  to  clarify  the 
matter,  however,  the  Department  will 
revise  the  commentary  to  make  clear 
that  a  corporation  represented  by  in- 
house  counsel  may  qualify  as  a 
“represented  person”  for  purposes  of 
the  rules. 

4.  Section  77'.4:  Constitutional  and 
Other  Limitations 

The  Department  of  Justice  received  no 
specific  comments  regarding  this 
section. 

5.  Section  77.5:  Criminal  Enforcement — 
General  Rule— Investigative  Stage 

a.  Restrictions  on  Investigatory 
Communications.  Three  organizations 
and  two  corporations  commented  that 
the  rule  should  impose  significant 
restrictions  on  investigatory 
communications  prior  to  the  attachment 
of  the  Sixth  Amendment  right  to 
counsel.  One  of  the  organizations  and 
two  of  the  corporations  stated  that  such 
contacts  should  be  prohibited  during 
the  pre-indictment  stage,  because  of  the 
importance  of  the  protection  that  an 
attorney  can  provide  during  that  time. 
One  organization  stated  that  “the  pre¬ 
presentment.  pre-indictment  stage”  in 
criminal  matters  was  the  time  “when 
most,  if  not  all,  prosecutorial  discretion 
is  exercised,”  and  that  “(c]orporate 
counsel  must  be  informed  if  the 
Department  of  Justice  desires  to  speak  to 
current  or  former  employees”  at  that 
stage.  Another  corporation  stated  that 
neither  DR  7-104  nor  Model  Rule  4.2 
“draw  any  distinction  in  the  application 
of  the  rule  to  the  investigative  versus  the 
prosecutorial  stage  of  a  matter. “and 
cited  the  Hammad  case  as  an  example 
of  the  “reluctance”  of  some  courts  “to 
draw  such  distinctions.”  Another 
corporation  stated  that  the  Comment  to 
Rule  4.2  states  that  the  rule  is  intended 
to  apply  to  “any  person,  whether  or  not 
a  party  to  a  formal  proceeding,”  and 


further  stated  that  “an  adversarial 
relationship  between  a  government 
attorney  and  a  person  under 
investigation  exists  before  the 
commencement  of  a  formal  proceeding” 
and  that  therefore  the  rule  does  not 
adequately  protect  the  person  or  the 
attorney-client  relationship.  One 
individual,  however,  stated  that  “(o]n 
balance,  direct  commxinications  with 
represented  clients  can  fairly  be 
justified  in  the  investigative  stage  of  a 
criminal  case.” 

The  suggestion  that  the  rule  impose  a 
blanket  prohibition  against 
communications  with  represented 
persons  prior  to  indictment  clearly 
sweeps  too  broadly.  Such  a  rule  would 
prohibit,  for  example,  many  routine 
tmdercover  operations  and  many 
routine  instances  of  police  questioning 
that  are  currently  permitted  under 
existing  law. 

By  not  imposing  such  restrictions  on 
investigative  commimications,  and 
generally  permitting  communications 
occurring  prior  to  the  attachment  of  the 
right  to  counsel  in  the  course  of  law 
enforcement  investigations,  the  rule 
follows  well-established  case  law.  Every 
federal  court  to  consider  the  issue,  save 
one,  has  concluded  that  investigatory, 
non-custodial  communications  with 
represented  persons  prior  to  the 
attachment  of  the  right  to  counsel  do  not 
violate  DR  7-104.  See  United  States  v. 
Ryans.  903  F.2d  731,  739  (lOth  Qr.) 

(“We  are  not  convinced  that  the 
language  of  the  rule  calls  for  its 
application  to  the  investigative  phase  of 
law  enforcement”),  cert,  denied.  111  S. 
Ct.  152  (1990);  United  States  v.  Sutton. 
801  F.2d  1346, 1365-66  (D.C.  Cir.  1986) 
(DR  7-104  “was  never  meant  to  apply 
to  [pre-indictment,  non-custodial] 
situations  such  as  this  one”);  United 
States  V.  Dobbs,  711  F.2d  84,  86  (8th  Cir. 
1983)  (DR  7-104  “does  not  require 
government  investigatory  agencies  to 
refrain  from  any  contact  with  a  criminal 
suspect  because  he  or  she  previously 
had  retained  counsel");  United  States  v. 
Fitterer,  710  F.2d  1328, 1333  (8th  Or.) 
(DR  7-104  does  not  prohibit  prosecutors 
from  using  undercover  informants  to 
communicate  with  represented  persons 
prior  to  indictment),  cert,  denied,  464 
U.S.  852  (1983);  United  States  v.  famil, 
707  F.2d  638  (2d  Qr.  1983) 

(prosecutor’s  use  of  undercover 
information  in  pre-indictment,  non¬ 
custodial  setting  to  communicate  with 
represented  person  does  not  violate  DR 
7-104;  United  States  v.  Vasquez,  675 
F.2d  16. 17  (2d  Qr.  1982)  (DR  7-104 
was  not  intended  to  prohibit  use  of 
undercover  informants  prior  to 
indictment);  United  States  v.  Kenny,  645 
F.2d  1323, 1339  (9th  Cir.)  (“the 


government’s  use  of  such  investigative 
techniques  at  this  stage  of  a  criminal 
matter  does  not  implicate  the  sorts  of 
ethical  problems  addressed  by  the 
Code”),  cert,  denied,  452  U.S.  920 
(1981);  United  States  v.  Weiss,  599  F.2d 
730,  739  (5th  Cir.  1979)  (DR  7-104  does 
not  prohibit  prosecutors  from  engaging 
in  investigatory  communications); 
United  States  v.  Lemonalds,  485  F.2d 
941,  953-55  (D.C  Cir.  1973)  (DR  7-104 
does  not  apply  prior  to  indictment,  and 
use  of  undercover  informant  did  not 
violate  rule  in  any  event),  cert,  denied, 
415  U.S.  989  (1974);  United  States  v. 
Infelise,  773  F.  Supp.  93,  95  (N.D.  Ill. 
1991)  (DR  7-104  “does  not  apply  to 
non-custodial,  investigative  processes 
that  occur  before  the  initiation  of 
criminal  proceedings”);  United  States  v. 
Buda,  718  F.  Supp.  1094, 1096 
(W.D.N.Y.  1989);  United  States  v. 
Chestman,  704  F.  Supp.  451, 454 
(S.D.N.Y.  1989),  rev’don  other  grounds, 
903  F.2d  75  (2d  Qr.  1990),  aff’d  in  part, 
947  F.2d  551  (2d  Qr.  1991)  (en  banc); 
United  States  v.  GaJanis,  685  F.  Supp. 
901,  903-04  (S.D.N.Y.  1988);  United 
States  V.  Guerrerio,  675  F.  Supp.  1430, 
1438  (S.D.N.Y.  1987).  But  see  United 
States  V.  Hammad,  858  F.2d  834, 840 
(2d  Cir.  1988)  (pre-indictment 
communications  may  be  improper  if 
accompanied  by  “misconduct”  on  the 
peui  of  the  government);  see  also 
Comment  to  ABA  Model  Riile  4.2 
(notwithstanding  use  of  the  term 
“party,”  the  rule  does  not  require  that 
a  person  be  “a  party  to  a  formal  legal 
proceeding”). 

The  Department  of  Justice 
nevertheless  acknowledges  that  some 
restrictions  on  overt  conmnmications 
during  the  investigative  stage  may  be 
appropriate.  Accordingly,  the 
Department  is  issuing  companion 
provisions  in  the  United  States 
Attorneys’  Manual  which  set  forth 
certain  policies  with  regard  to  overt 
investigatory  communications  that  will 
have  a  restrictive  efiect  in  many 
instances.  The  specific  provisions  of  the 
Manual  are  discussed  more  fully  below. 

One  individual  commented  that  the 
various  restrictions  on  investigatory 
communications  set  forth  in  the  United 
States  Attorneys’  Manual,  while 
"meaningful,”  should  be  included  in 
the  text  of  the  rule  itself.  The  individual 
stated  that  “(ijt  is  unclear  whether 
prosecutorial  conduct  at  odds  with  the 
restrictions  contained  in  the  U.S. 
Attorneys’  Manual  could  be  the  basis  of 
a  sanction  in  the  context  of  judicial 
proceedings.” 

The  Department  of  Justice  has 
carefully  considered  ^is  suggestion, 
and  has  determined  that  the  restrictions 
are  more  properly  placed  within  the 


39984 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58.  No.  141  /  Monday,  July  26.  1993  /  Proposed  Rules 


U.S.  Attorney’s  Manual  as  internal 
Department  policies. 

First,  these  restrictimis.  while 
representing  sound  policy  choices,  are 
not  required  by,  or  derivM  from, 
existing  case  law.  Because  they  have  not 
been  created  against  an  extensive 
backdrop  of  judicial  decisionmaking 
and  exp^ence,  but  are  entirely  new, 
there  is  a  significant  possibility  that  the 
Department  may  inadvertently 
overregulate  (or.  indeed,  underregulate) 
the  conduct  of  its  attorneys  with  regard 
to  these  restrictions.  The  enhanced 
flexibility  of  internal  policy  making 
processes  over  formal  rulemaking  will 
permit  more  rapid  responses  to 
inadvertent  errors  in  the  restrictions. 

The  Department  of  Justice  accordingly 
believes  that  the  restrictions  should 
remain  internal  policy  of  the 
Department,  or  at  a  minimum  should 
remain  so  until  substantial  experience 
with  their  application  has  been  gained. 

Second,  the  purpose  of  the 
restrictions  on  certain  investigatory 
communications  is  not  limited  solely  to 
protection  of  the  attorney-client 
relationship,  but  also  to  promote  good 
faith  negotiations  of  agreements  and 
settlements,  to  enhance  professional 
courtesy  between  attorneys,  and  to 
promote  public  confidence  in  the 
fairness  and  professionalism  of 
Department  attorneys.  The  restrictions 
thus  serve  somewhat  difierent  goals, 
and  are  not  necessarily  an  integral  part 
of  the  overall  rules. 

Third,  one  of  the  primary  advantages 
to  placing  these  restrictions  in  the  rules, 
rather  than  in  the  Manual,  would  appear 
to  be  to  make  the  restrictions  easier  to 
locate,  and  therefore  to  provide  greater 
assurance  that  Department  attorneys 
will  comply  with  the  restrictions.  While 
the  Department  agrees  that  it  would  be 
beneficial  from  the  standpoint  of 
convenience  and  efficiency  to  place  all 
relevant  rules,  restrictions,  and  policies 
in  a  single  set  of  comprehensive  rules, 
the  same  may  be  said  of  virtually  any 
Department  policies.  Such 
considerations  do  not  normally 
outweigh  factors  such  as  whether  the 
subject  matter  is  an  appropriate  one  for 
formal  rulemaking. 

Fourth,  the  United  States  Attorneys’ 
Manual  contains  a  great  number  of 
significant  Department  of  Justice 
policies,  many  of  which  impose 
substantial  reactions  on  Department 
attorneys.  There  is  no  evidence  that 
such  policies  are  routinely  overlooked 
by  Department  attorneys;  on  the 
contr^,  the  failure  to  follow  such 
policies  is  very  rare,  and  provides  no 
reason  to  condude  that  the  restrictions 
will  not  be  effective. 


The  Department  does  not  believe  that 
the  Manual  will  be  used  as  the  basis  for 
judicial  sanctions,  such  as  the 
suppression  of  evidence,  in  a  pending 
matter.  Both  the  rule  itself,  in  §  77.15, 
and  the  United  States  Attorneys’ 

Manual,  in  section  1-1.100,  specifically 
state  that  they  are  not  intend^  to  confer 
rights  on  third  parties,  or  otherwise  to 
have  extra-disdplinary  consequences. 

In  this  respect,  both  the  rule  and  the 
Manual  follow  the  approach  of  the  ABA 
rules.  See  ABA  Code  of  Professional 
Responsibility.  Preliminary  Statement; 
ABA  Model  Rules  of  Professional 
Conduct.  Scope;  see  generally  Johnson, 
"The  Impact  of  Disciplinary  Rule  7-104 
on  Law  ^forcement  Contact  with 
Represented  Persons,’’  40  U.  Kan.  L. 

Rev.  63, 168-71  (1992). 

b.  Overt  Communications.  One 
organization  commented  that  the  rule 
does  not  pay  sufficient  heed  to  "the 
significant  legal  differences  between 
undercover  and  overt  contacts.’’  The 
organization  stated  that  overt  contacts 
are  particularly  inimical  to  the  attorney- 
client  relatirmship:  "in  an  overt  contact, 
a  prosecutor  or  agent  is  not  carrying  on 
the  charade  of  a  criminal  conversation, 
but  rather  seeking  to  engage  the 
represented  person  in  a  non-criminal 
discussion  about  predsely  the  subject 
matter  on  which  that  person  has 
engaged  counsel  for  advice.’’  The 
organization  further  stated  that  "(mjany 
courts  that  have  tolerated  pre¬ 
indictment  undercover  contacts  have 
nonetheless  criticized  government 
attorneys  for  authorizing  overt  contacts 
prior  to  indictment  without  the  prior 
consent  of  counsel,’’  citing,  among  other 
sorirces,  several  federal  appellate 
opinions. 

The  Department  of  Justice  agrees  with 
the  comment  to  the  extent  that  it 
observes  that  certain  types  of  overt 
communications  in  the  investigative 
stage  may  have  an  imduly  harmful  effect 
on  the  attorney-client  relationship.  In 
order  to  minimize  direct  contact 
between  government  attorneys  and 
represented  persons,  the  United  States 
Attorneys’  Manual  provides  that 
government  attorneys  in  criminal 
matters,  as  a  general  rule,  should 
personally  engage  in  such 
commimications  only  after  careful 
consideration  of  whether  the 
communication  is  more  appropriately 
handled  by  law  enforcement  agents. 
USAM  9-13.221.  In  addition,  the 
Manual  addresses  five  categories  of 
overt  government-initiated 
communications:  (1)  Commimications 
intended  to  discourage  attorney 
consultation;  (2)  communications 
intended  to  elicit  lawful  defense 
strategy  or  legal  arguments  of  counsel: 


(3)  communications  for  the  purpose  of 
negotiating  or  concluding  a  plea 
agreement  or  settlement;  (4)  certain 
communications  occurring  during 
ongoing  good  faith  negotiations  with 
counsel,  discussed  more  fully  below; 
and  (5)  communications  after  providing 
counsel  with  assurances  that  such 
communications  would  not  be 
attempted.  The  Manual  prohibits  certain 
types  of  communications  falling  within 
these  categories,  and  states  that  certain 
others  should  be  avoided  in  the  absence 
of  compelling  law  enforcement  reasons. 
USAM  9-13.222-26. 

The  Department  of  Justice  disagrees, 
however,  with  the  organization’s 
analysis  of  the  cases  cited.  Two  of  the 
cases  involved  communications  with 
represented  persons  after  the  attachment 
of  the  Sixth  Amendment  right  to 
counsel,  rather  than  communications 
during  the  investigative  phase.  See 
United  States  v.  Thomas,  474  F.2d  110, 
112  (10th  Cir.  1973)  (communication  . 
with  defendant  after  appointment  of 
counsel  and  preliminary  hearing); 
Coughlan  v.  United  States,  391  F.2d 
371,  372  (9th  Cir.)  (communication  with 
defendant  after  appointment  of  counsel 
and  arraignment),  cert,  denied,  393  U.S. 
870  (1968).  Significantly,  both  of  those 
cases  predate  the  Supreme  Court’s 
decision  in  Michigan  v.  Jackson,  475 

U. S.  625,  636  (1986),  which  held  that  if 
the  government  initiates  an 
interrogation  after  a  defendant’s 
assertion  of  his  right  to  counsel,  at  an 
arraignment  or  similar  proceeding,  any 
waiver  of  the  defendant’s  right  to 
counsel  for  police-initiated  interrogation 
with  respect  to  the  pending  matter  is 
presumed  invalid.  Thus,  the  case  cited, 
which  held  that  such  practices  violate 
attorney  ethical  rules,  appear  to  have 
been  superseded  entirely  by  Michigan  v. 
Jackson,  which  held  that  such  practices 
violate  the  Sixth  Amendment. 
Furthermore,  and  in  any  event,  the 
practices  complained  of  in  the  cases 
cited  in  the  comment  are  prohibited  by 
the  rule. 

The  other  two  cases  involved 
custodial  interrogation  of  an  arrestee 
after  the  appointment  of  counsel  at  an 
initial  appearance  before  the  magistrate 
See  Wilson  v.  United  States,  398  F.2d 
331,  333  (5th  Cir.  1968),  cert,  denied, 

393  U.S.  1064  (1969);  United  States  v. 
Four  Star,  428  F.2d  1406, 1407  (9th 
Cir.),  cert,  denied.  400  U.S.  947  (1970). 
In  keeping  with  well-established 
constitutional  law,  these  rules  do  not 
generally  prohibit  custodian 
interrogations,  prior  to  the  attachment  ot 
the  right  to  counsel,  of  persons  who  are 
represented  by  counsel.  See  e.g.,  Moran 

V.  Burbine,  475  U.S.  412,  428-32  (1986) 
(custodial  interrogation  of  represented 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  141  /  Monday,  July  26,  1993  /  Proposed  Rules 


39985 


person  prior  to  arraignment  or  formal 
charging  does  not  violate  Sixth 
Amendment;  attachment  of  the  rij^t  to 
counsel  should  not  depend  on  “the 
fortuity  of  whether  the  suspect  or  his 
family  happens  to  have  retained  counsel 
prior  to  interrogation”);  see  generally 
United  States  v.  Randan,  614  F.  Supp. 
667,  670-75  (Si).N.Y.  1985).  The 
commentary,  however,  will  provide  that 
government  attorneys  are  expected  to  be 
particularly  scrupulous  as  to  the  rights 
of  defendants  in  custody,  and  to  be 
cognizant  of  judicial  criticisms  of 
certain  practices  relating  to  custodial 
interrogations.  In  addition,  government 
attorneys  will  be  required  to  observe  the 
requirement  in  the  United  States 
Attorneys’  Manual  that  they  personally 
engage  in  such  communications  "only 
after  careful  consideration  of  whether 
the  communication  would  be  more 
appropriately  handled  by  law 
enforcement  agents.”  USAM  9-13.221. 

One  organization  commented  that 
pre-indictment  communications  should 
be  prohibited  where  a  lawyer  for  a  party 
or  witness  not  under  indictment  is  in 
regular  contact  with  the  government 
about  potential  criminal  litigation, 
ongoing  civil  litigation,  or  appearances 
before  a  grand  jury. 

This  comment  calls  for  more 
comprehensive  restrictions  than  appear 
to  be  appropriate  under  the 
circumstances.  Such  a  prohibition 
would  apply,  for  example,  to 
undercover  communications,  and  would 
require  that  an  undercover  operation  be 
immediately  terminated  once  the 
person’s  lawyer  begins  communicating 
with  a  government  attorney  about 
potential  criminal  proceedings. 
Nevertheless,  the  Department  of  Justice 
believes  that  some  restrictions  to  protect 
ongoing  good  faith  negotiations  are 
appropriate.  Accordingly,  section  9- 
13.225  of  the  United  States  Attorneys’ 
Manual  will  provide  that  during  the 
investigative  stage,  and  absent  - 
compelling  law  enforcement  reasons, 
attorneys  for  the  government  should 
avoid  initiating  overt,  non-custodial 
communications  with  a  represented 
person  outside  the  presence  of  counsel 
if  (a)  the  attorney  for  the  government 
and  counsel  for  the  represented  person 
are  engaged  in  ongoing  good  faitn 
negotiations  regarding  anticipated 
criminal  or  civil  charges  arising  out  of 
ast  criminal  activity  or  civil  violations 
y  the  represented  person,  and  (b)  the 
commimication  wi&  the  represented 
person  is  intended  to  elicit 
incriminating  information  regarding  the 
past  criminal  activity  or  civil  violations 
under  negotiation,  or  otherwise  to  affect 
the  course  of  the  negotiations.  This 
provision  is  intended  largely  to  facilitate 


good  faith  plea  or  settlement 
negotiations  and  is  grounded  on  notions 
of  professional  courtesy  as  well  as 
protection  of  the  attorney-client 
relationship.  The  negotiations  must,  of 
course,  involve  ongoing,  good  faith 
attempts  between  tne  parties  to  resolve 
anticipated  charges,  not  mere  unilateral 
proposals  or  suggestions.  The  restriction 
no  longer  applies  once  negotiations 
have  proved  unsuccessful  or  are 
otherwise  concluded.  Undercover 
conuntmications  are  not  afiected  by  the 
provision. 

c.  The  Timing  of  Formal  Charges.  One 
organization,  one  corporation,  and  one 
individual  comment^  that  the 
government  may  manipulate  the  timing 
of  bringing  formal  charges  in  order  to 
communicate  with  represented  persons. 
The  corporation  stated  that  “the 
applicability  of  a  disciplinary  rule 
should  not  be  conditioned  on  a  tactical 
decision  entirely  within  the  control  of 
the  government  attorney.” 

These  comments  appear  to  overstate 
considerably  the  realistic  potential  for 
prosecutor!^  abuse.  Under  current  law, 
the  Sixth  Amendment  right  to  counsel 
does  not  attach  until  the  initiation  of 
adversary  judicial  proceedings,  such  as 
the  tiling  of  an  indictment.  After  the 
right  has  attached  and  has  been 
asserted,  lawenforcement  officers  may 
no  longer  initiate  communications  with 
represented  persons  for  the  purpose  of 
discussing  the  pending  criminal 
charges.  Sm  Messiah  v.  United  States, 
377  U.S.  201,  206  (1964).  If  the 
prosecutor  has  the  capacity  to 
“manipulate”  the  charging  process  in 
order  to  communicate  with  represented 
persons  re^rding  uncharged  crimes, 
that  capacity  presently  exists  under  the 
Sixth  Amendment.  There  appears  to  be 
no  evidence,  however,  of  systematic 
prosecutorial  abuse  of  the  barging 
process  under  the  Sixth  Amendment, 
and  accordingly  there  is  no  reason  to 
suspect  that  prosecutorial  practices 
under  the  rule  will  be  substantially 
different.  Appropriate  language  will, 
however,  be  added  to  the  commentary 
to  warn  against  misuse  of  the  charging 
power.  It  should  also  be  noted  that  the 
time  of  arrest,  or  the  time  when  a  person 
becomes  a  target  of  a  grand  jvuy 
investigation,  is  no  mme  or  less 
susceptible  of  prosecutorial 
“manipulation”  than  the  time  of  formal 
charging,  and  thus  the  selection  of 
either  one  as  the  triggering  event  would 
not  provide  signiticant  additional 
protectiem  against  abusive  practices. 

6.  Section  77.6;  Criminal  Enforcement; 
General  Rule;  Prosecutive  Stage 

One  individual  commented  tliat  the 
dividing  line  between  the  investigative 


and  prosecutive  stages  of  a  criminal 
proceeding  should  not  be  the  point  at 
which  the  Sixth  Amendment  right  to 
covmsel  attaches,  but  rather  the  time  of 
arrest  or  the  point  at  which  defendant 
becomes  a  target  of  a  criminal 
investigation.  The  individual  stated  that 
“(a]t  those  points,  when  there  is  a 
substantial  certainty  that  the  defendant 
will  face  criminal  charges,  the  interests 
protected  by  DR  7-104(AKl)  are 
implicated  virtually  to  the  same  extent 
as  they  are  post-inffictment,  and  the 
government’s  investigative  interests  are 
not  substantially  stronger." 

The  Department  of  Justice  believes 
that  the  attachment  of  the  Sixth 
Amendment  right  to  counsel  is  an 
appropriate  dividing  line  between  the 
investigatory  and  prosecutive  stages. 
That  dividing  line  is  well-establi^ed  in 
Sixth  Amendment  jurisprudence,  and 
has  not  proved  to  be  unduly 
burdensome  or  unwork^le.  Extension 
of  the  dividing  line  back  to  the  time  of 
arrest  potenti^ly  could  have  a  dramatic 
effect  on  current  law  enforcement 
practices;  among  other  things,  such  a 
rule  might  substantially  limit  routine 
post-arrest  questioning  by  law 
enforcement  officers.  Extension  of  the 
line  even  farther  back,  to  the  point  when 
a  defendant  becomes  a  target  of  an 
investigation,  would  preclude  many 
currently  routine  undercover  and  overt 
communications.  Furthermore,  the 
precise  time  at  which  a  person  beccxnes 
a  "target”  of  a  grand  jury  investigation 
is  often  not  readily  ascertainable,  and 
indeed  may  be  almost  impossible  to 
ascertain. 

7.  Section  77.7  Criminal  Enforcement; 
Exceptions;  Prosefnitive  Stage 

a.  Relationship  of  Exceptions  to  Sixth 
Amendment.  Two  organizations,  one 
corporation,  and  one  individual 
commented  that  the  scope  of  the  rule 
should  not  be  coextensive  with  the 
protections  of  the  Sixth  Amendment. 
The  individual  stated  that  77.7  in 
particular  is  objectionable  because  it 
would  permit  post-indictment 
commimications  with  represented 
defendants  “in  virtually  every  situation 
in  which  the  Sixth  Amendment  would 
permit  them.”  The  two  organizations 
and  the  corporation  stated  that  whether 
a  communication  violates  the  Sixth 
Amendment  should  not  serve  as  the 
determining  factor  in  establishing 
appropriate  rules  of  conduct  fear 
attorneys,  becarise  ethical  standards 
serve  different  purposes  or  “higher” 
goals  than  constitutional  provisions. 

Only  one  of  the  foregoing  comments 
provided  any  specific  examples  of  post¬ 
indictment  communications  that  would 
be  appropriate  under  the  Sixth 


Amendment  but  that  ahoiild  be 
nevertheless  prohibited  under  these 
rules;  the  individual  suggested  that  it 
may  be  appropriate  to  impose 
lindtations  on  commimications 
regarding  uncharged  past  crimes. 
Furthermore,  none  of  the  comments 
articulated  any  reason  why  restrictions 
on  communications  with  represented 
persons  in  the  prosecutive  stage  should 
not  be  coextensive  with  the  Sixth 
Amendment  restrictions,  except  to  note 
generally  that  the  restrictions  in  DR  7- 
104  and  the  Sixth  Amendment  are 
intended  to  serve  differing  purposes. 

Section  77.7  is,  as  the  comments 
indicate,  derived  principally  from  Sixth 
Amendinent  case  law.  Unlike 
constitutional  jurisprudence  in  other 
areas,  that  case  law  does  not  simply  set 
broad  constitutional  minimums,  but 
provides  a  foirly  detailed  set  of 
procedural  rules  that  are  now 
reasonably  well-established  and  familiar 
to  law  enforcement.  Furthermore,  the 
Sixth  Amendment  jurisprudence  over 
the  past  several  decades  demonstrates  a 
careful  effort  to  balance  the  competing 
interests  of  protection  of  the  right  to 
counsel  and  promotion  of  effective  law 
enforcement.  Accordingly,  the 
Department  believes  that  it  is 
appropriate  for  the  regulation  to  follow 
the  Sixth  Amendment  case  law 
regarding  commimications  in  the 
prosecutive  stage.  The  Department  has, 
in  addition,  imposed  certain  policies 
and  procedures  in  the  United  States 
Attorneys’  Manual  to  provide  additional 
safeguaMs  beyond  those  required  by  the 
Sixth  Amendment. 

One  organization  commented  that  the 
rules  should  not  be  coextensive  with  the 
Fifth  Amendment  protections  regarding 
custodial  interrogation.  The  Department 
of  Justice  acknowledges  that  the  rule 
does  not  specifically  address  custodial 
interrogation,  except  to  require  in 
Section  77.4  that  all  communications 
comply  with  constitutional 
requirements,  including  the  Fifth 
Amendment.  The  conunent  did  not. 
however,  suggest  particular  restrictions 
that  are  not  mandated  by  the 
Constitution  but  which  nevertheless 
appeared  to  be  appropriate,  nor  did  it 
articulate  a  reason  why  fur^er 
restrictions  would  be  desirable. 

One  individual  commented  that  the 
exceptions  in  §  77.7  “virtually  swallow 
up  the  general  rule  [in  §  77.6]  forbidding 
ex  parte  contacts  after  indictment.”  That 
comment  considerably  overstates  the 
scope  of  the  exceptions  in  $  77.7,  which 
are  derived  directly  from  existing  case 
law  under  the  Sixth  Amendment.  In 
fact,  §§  77.6  and  77.7,  like  the  Sixth 
Amendment  cases  on  which  they  are 
based,  impose  substantial  restrictions. 


such  as  the  almost  complete  prohibition 
on  communications  wi&  represented 
persons  concerning  pending  criminal 
matters. 

b.  Section  77.7(d):  Investigation  of 
New  or  Additional  Crimes.  One 
individual  commented  that  the 
exception  set  forth  in  $  77.7(d)  for 
commimications  involving  new  or 
additional  criminal  activity  is  too  broad, 
because  in  the  course  of  interrogation 
regarding  additional  crimes  the 
prosecutor  or  agents  “are  likely  to  create 
the  erroneous  impression”  that  it  is  in 
defendant’s  best  interests  to  cooperate 
with  the  government,  which  in  turn  may 
lead  the  defendant  to  make 
incriminating  statements  regarding  the 
charged  crime  and  may  undermine  the 
attorney-client  relationship. 

As  set  forth  above.  §§  77.7(d)  is 
derived  frnm  established  case  law 
interpreting  the  Sixth  Amendment  right 
to  counsel.  Among  other  things,  the 
Sixth  Amendment  renders  inadmissible 
in  the  prosecution’s  case  in  chief 
statements  “deliberately  elicited”  from 
the  accused  without  an  express  waiver 
of  the  right  to  counsel.  Michigan  v. 
Harvey,  494  U.S.  344,  348  (1990);  Maine 
V.  Moulton,  474  U.S.  159, 176  (1985); 
United  States  v.  Henry,  447  U.S.  264, 

274  (1980);  Brewer  v.  Williams,  430  U.S. 
387, 399  (1977);  Massiah  v.  United 
States,  377  U.S.  201,  206  (1964).  The 
restriction  applies  whether  the 
elicitation  is  undercover  or  overt,  and 
regardless  of  who  initiates  the 
communication  leading  to  the 
elicitation.  Brewery,  Williams,  430  U.S. 
at  400;  United  States  v.  Henry,  447  U.S. 
at  273;  Maine  v.  Moulton,  474  U.S.  at 
174.  The  prohibition  against  deliberate 
elicitation  of  incriminating  statements 
does  not.  however,  prevent  the  use  of 
statements  that  are  volunteered  by  the 
defendant,  or  that  are  made  freely  to 
cooperating  ivitnesses  without 
elicitation.  Kuhimann  v.  Wilson,  477 
U.S.  436,  459  (1986). 

The  Sixth  Amendment  prohibition 
against  “deliberate  elicitation”  of 
incriminating  information  is 
incorporated  into  $  77.8(a)  of  the  rule. 
The  Depicutment  of  Justice  does  not 
believe  that  additional  restrictions  are 
necessary  or  appropriate,  in  light  of  the 
relatively  clear  line  of  demarcation  in 
the  case  law  between  permissible  and 
impermissible  elicitation.  If  a  prosecutor 
oversteps  the  boundary,  and 
deliberately  elicits  such  information,  the 
prosecutor  risks  both  suppression  of  the 
evidence  and  personal  discipline  by  the 
Department,  which  are  ample  deterrents 
to  deliberate  violations. 

One  organization  and  one  individual 
commented  that  the  government  may 
have  an  incentive  to  manipulate  the 


timing  of  bringing  formal  charges  in 
order  to  communicate  with  represented 
persons  under  the  “new  or  additional 
crimes”  section.  The  individual  stated 
that  the  rule  would  “encourage 
prosecutors  to  manipulate  the  grand 
jury  process  precisely  for  the  purpose  of 
exploiting  the  misimpressions  created 
when  the  defendant  is  contacted 
ivithout  his  lawyer  being  present.”  The 
individual  provides  an  example  of  a 
prosecutor  who  might  othen^se  have 
asked  the  grand  jury  to  indict  the 
defendant  on  throe  bank  robbery  charges 
who  indicts  only  on  a  single  charge  in 
order  to  contact  the  defendant  to  discuss 
the  uncharged  robberies.  The  individual 
states  that  the  prosecutor  would  do  so 
in  order  “to  take  advantage  of  the 
defendant’s  almost  inevitable 
misimpression  that  he  will  receive 
lenient  treatment  with  respect  to  the 
pending  charges  by  cooperating  with  the 
law  enforcement  authorities  in  defense 
counsel’s  absence.” 

The  Department  of  Justice  believes 
that  this  comment  overstates  the 
potential  for  prosecutorial  abuse,  for 
essentially  the  reasons  set  forth  above  in 
the  section  captioned  “The  Timing  of 
Formal  Charges.”  Furthermore,  and  as 
stated  above,  a  prosecutor  who 
deliberately  elicits  incriminating 
information  from  a  represented  person 
regarding  pending  criminal  charges 
risks  both  suppression  of  the  evidence 
and  personal  discipline  within  the 
Department. 

One  organization  commented  that  the 
rule  would  permit  actual  or  potential 
conflicts  of  interest  on  the  part  of 
defense  counsel  to  be  created  and 
remain  undisclosed  for  substantial 
periods  of  time.  The  organization 
provided  an  example  from  a  currently 
pending  matter  of  a  situation  where 
allegedly  an  attorney  represented  two 
defendants  who  were  indicted  on 
unrelated  charges,  one  of  whom  began 
cooperating  with  the  government 
against  the  other  without  the  attorney’s 
knowledge.  The  organization  stated  ^at 
because  the  cooperating  defendant  was 
providing  information  to  the 
government  regarding  new  or  additional 
criminal  activity,  or  alternatively  would 
not  be  consider^  represented  with 
regard  to  the  cooperation,  the  rule 
would  permit  the  attorney  to  continue 
representing  both  defendants  without 
knowledge  of  the  conflict  of  interest. 

The  organization  further  stated  that 
such  an  arrangement  would  have  a 
substantially  detrimental  impact  on  the 
rights  of  both  defendants. 

The  Department  of  Justice  believes 
that  the  potential  for  the  creation  of 
conflicts  of  interest  does  not  provide  a 
reason  to  prohibit  communications  with 
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represented  persons  regarding  new  or 
additional  activity.  Su^  a  rule  would 
essentially  require  the  government  to 
forego  entirely  receiving  potentially 
significant  evidence  (for  example, 
testimony  regarding  a  planned  murder) 
from  a  person  who  is  willing  to 
cooperate,  solely  on  the  basis  that  such 
cooperation  may  involve  the  person's 
attorney  in  a  conflict  of  interest.  While 
significant  issues  may  be  presented  in 
such  a  situation,  such  as  the  manner 
and  timing  of  the  disclosiire  of  the 
conflict  of  interest  to  the  p^es  and  the 
court,  such  issues  are  weifbeyond  the 
scope  of  this  rule. 

c.  Section  77.7(e):  Initiation  of  Overt 
Communication  by  Representea 
Person — Overt  Communications.  One 
individual  commented  that  section 
77.7(e)  does  not  require  prosecutors  “to 
engage  in  the  customary  practice  of 
obtaining  a  ruling  from  a  judicial  officer 
that  waiver  is  knowing  and  volimtary”; 
absent  such  a  requirement,  “there  is  a 
substantial  danger  that  law  enforcement 
authorities  will  engage  in  overreaching 
conduct  by,  for  example,  encouraging 
the  defendant  to  ‘initiate’ 
communications  and  then  inducing  an 
ill-advised  waiver  of  counsel.” 

Section  77(e)  permits,  under  certain 
limited  circumstances,  a  government 
attorney  to  engage  in  sub^antive 
discussions  with  a  represented  person 
after  the  person  has  Imowingly. 
intelligently,  and  voluntarily  waived  the 
presence  oi  counsel.  The  rule  itself  does 
not  prescribe  specific  procedures  for 
ensuring  that  such  a  waiver  meets  those 
standards;  rather,  those  procedures  are 
set  forth  at  considerable  length  in  the 
United  States  Attorneys’  Manual. 
Among  other  things,  the  Manual 
requires  that  the  government  attorney 
must  seek  the  intervention  of  a  judicial 
officer  when  possible.  USAM  9-13.257. 
In  addition,  the  Manual  sets  forth 
various  procedures  to  create  an 
appropriate  record  for  later  review  (e.g., 
9-13.252,  requiring  presence  of 
witnesses  at  meetings;  9-13.257, 
requiring  a  record  of  any  proceedings 
berore  a  judicial  ofiicer;  and  9-13.258, 
requiring  that  any  waiver  be  in  writing). 

m  accordance  with  Michigan  v. 
Jackson.  475  U.S.  625,  636  (1986),  the 
rules  do  not  permit  attorneys  for  the 
government  to  initiate  communications 
with  a  represented  defendant  outside 
the  presence  of  counsel  after  the 
attachment  and  assertion  of  the  Sixth 
Amendment  right  to  counsel  in  order  to 
discuss  the  pending  criminal  matter, 
regardless  of  whether  a  waiver  is 
obtained.  Such  communications  are 
prohibited  either  pursuant  to  §  77.5,  as 
prohibited  post-indictment 
communications,  not  excepted,  or 


pursuant  to  $  77.8,  as  a  deliberate 
elicitation  of  incriminating  information 
concwning  pending  criminal  charges. 
That  prohfiiition  plainly  extends  to 
communications  initiated  by  the 
government  with  a  represented  person 
after  the  attachment  of  the  Sixth 
Amendment  right  to  counsel  for  the 
purpose  of  inducing  the  represented 
person  to  “initiate”  a  commimication 
with  the  government. 

8.  Section  77.8:  Criminal  Enforcement; 
Restrictions;  Prosecutive  Stage 

One  organization  commented  that 
“[tjhe  suggestion  that  undercover 
informants  should  participate  in 
meetings  between  fodividuals  and  their 
attorneys  in  order  to  maintain  their  false 
identities”  constituted  a  “wholesale 
invasion  of  the  attorney-client 
relationship.” 

This  comment  runs  counter  to  well- 
established  case  law  regarding  the 
attendance  of  undercover  informants  at 
defense  meetings.  *rhe  Sixth 
Amendment  ri^t  to  counsel  does  not 
completely  prohibit  undercover  agents 
or  cooperating  witnesses  from  meeting 
with  criminal  defendants  and  their 
attorneys  diuing  the  prosecution  stage, 
even  if  strategy  for  the  upcoming  trial  is 
discussed.  Weatherford  v.  Bursey,  429 
U.S.  545,  554-59  (1977);  see  Hoffa  v. 
United  States,  385  U.S.  293, 304-09 
(1966).  A  strict  prohibition  against  such 
meetings  “would  provide  the  defense 
with  a  quick  and  easy  alarm  system  to 
detect  the  presence  of  any  informants, 
simply  by  inviting  all  known  associates 
of  defendants  to  a  supposed  defense 
strategy  meeting.”  United  States  v. 
Mastroianni,  749  F.2d  900,  906  (1st  Gr. 
1984). 

Attendance  at  such  meetings, 
however,  plainly  creates  the  potential 
for  serious  intrusion  into  the  attorney- 
client  relationship  and  impairment  of 
the  right  of  the  defendant  to  a  fair  trial. 
Accordingly,  §  77.8(b)  provides  that 
undercover  agents  or  cooperating 
witnesses  may  participate  in  su(^ 
meetings,  but  only  when  requested  to  do 
so  by  the  defense  and  when  reasonably 
necessary  to  protect  their  safety  or  life 
or  the  confidentiality  of  an  undercover 
operation.  See  Weatherford  v.  Bursey, 
429  U.S.  at  557  (informant  went  to 
meeting  “not  to  spy,  but  because  he  was 
asked  and  because  the  State  was 
interested  in  retaining  his  undercover 
services  on  othw  matters  and  it  was 
therefore  necessary  to  avoid  raising  the 
suspicion  that  he  was  in  fact  the 
informant  whose  existence  [the 
defendant  and  his  coxmsel]  already 
suspected”):  United  States  v.  Gin^rg, 
758  F.2d  823,  833  (2d  Gr.  1985)  ("the 
need  to  maintain  the  confidentiality  of 


an  informant’s  identity  is  a  legitimate 
law  enforcement  obje^ve”  fw 
attendance  at  defenw  strategy  meeting): 
United  States  v.  Mastroianni,  749  F.2d 
at  906  (“preservation  of  an  infonnant's 
cover  and  safety  ia  a  permissible 
rationale  for  an  infoornrant’s  attendance 
at  a  defense  meeting”). 

The  impetiis  for  the  agent  or 
informant  to  attend  such  a  meeting  must 
come  from  the  defense,  meaning  a 
defendant,  defense  counsel,  a  member 
of  the  defendant’s  femily,  or  some  other 
person  identified  xrith  the  defense 
camp.  A  deliberate  attempt  to  intrude 
upon  such  a  meeting  to  obtain 
information  regarding  deimise  strategy 
or  trial  preparation  is  prohibited. 

Although  attendance  at  defense 
meetings  may  be  permitted  under  smne 
circumstances,  the  Sixth  Amendment 
requires  that  information  obtained  at 
such  meetings  regarding  defense 
strategy  or  trial  preparation  should  not 
be  employed  in  the  prosecution  of  the 
pending  barges  to  tne  prejudice  of  the 
defendant,  or  used  in  any  other  way  to 
the  substantial  detriment  of  the 
defendant  (e.g.,  as  an  aggravating  fector 
at  sentencing).  See  Weatherford  v. 
Bursey,  429  U.S.  at  558  (“unless  [the 
informant]  commimicated  the  substance 
of  the  [attorney-client]  conversations 
and  thereby  created  at  least  a  realistic 
possibility  of  injury  to  [the  defendant] 
or  benefit  to  the  State,  there  can  be  no 
Sixth  Amendment  violation”);  United 
States  V.  Ginsberg,  758  F.2d  at  833; 
United  States  v.  King,  753  F.2d  1, 2  (1st 
Gr.  1985). 

As  a  safeguard,  this  rule  provides  that 
such  information  should  not  be 
communicated  to  the  attorneys  for  the 
government  or  law  enforcement  agents 
who  are  participating  in  the  trial  of  the 
pending  criminal  charges.  Fiuthermore, 
the  United  States  Attorneys’  Manual 
requires  that  any  tape  recordings  or 
other  information  or  evidence  Stained 
from  such  meetings  be  screened  by 
persons  who  are  not  participating  in  the 
prosecution,  and  that  any  physical 
evidence  be  handled  in  a  confidential 
and  secure  mmner.  USAM  9-13.260. 

The  commentary  notes  that 
government  attorneys  should  be  aware 
of,  and  give  serious  consideration  to,  the 
extreme  sensitivity  of  permitting  agent 
and  informant  attendance  at  defense 
meetings;  that  agents  and  informants 
should  be  instructed  to  attempt  to  avoid 
ptarticipating  in  such  meetings,  and  to 
minimize  their  participation  where 
attendance  is  required,  if  it  is  possible 
to  do  so  without  aroiising  suspicion; 
that  agents  or  witnesses  who  attend 
defense  meetings  should  also  be 
instructed  to  avoid  taking  any  active 
role  whatsoever  in  the  shaping  of 
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defense  strategy  or  trial  preparation:  and 
that  agents  and  informants  should  be 
instructed  to  avoid  imparting  defense 
strategy  or  trial  preparation  information 
even  to  the  law  enforcement  officials ' 
performing  the  "screening”  function 
under  USAM  9-13.260,  if reasonably 
feasible  to  do  so. 

9.  Section  77.9:  Civil  Enforcement; 
General  Rule;  Investigative  Stage 

One  organization  commented  that  die 
"extension  of  the  rule  to  cover  contacts 
in  civil  cases  is  a  novel  concept  that  is 
not  supported  in  the  Commentary  by 
any  judicial  authority.”  The 
organization  further  stated  that  "(w]hile 
there  is  a  societal  interest  in  the  civil 
enforcement  of  the  law,  this  is  certainly 
a  lesser  interest  than  exists  in  criminal 
law  enforcement,”  and  that  the  rule 
does  not  strike  "the  right  balance 
between  the  Department’s  enforcement 
interest  and  the  attorney-client  interest 
in  the  civil  context.” 

The  Department  of  Justice  respectfully 
disagrees  that  civil  law  enforcement  is 
necessarily  less  significant,  or 
implicates  lesser  interests,  than  criminal 
law  enforcement.  See,  e.g..  United 
States  V.  Sells  Engineering,  Inc.,  463 

U. S.  418,  471-72  (1983)  (Bu^er,  C.J., 
dissenting)  ("Many  civil  actions  seek 
precisely  the  same  object  [as  criminal 
prosecutions]  *  *  *  and  are  of  at  least 
equal  importance  in  promoting  the 
public  welfare.”). 

Furthermore,  in  recognition  of  the 
special  role  played  by  government 
lawyers,  courts  addressing  the 
application  of  DR  7-104  to  Department 
of  Justice  attorneys  engaged  in  civil  law 
enforcement  have  generally  applied  the 
same  principles  that  have  been  applied 
to  prosecutors,  and  permitted 
investigatory  communications  with 
represented  persons.  See  United  States 

V.  Western  Electric  Co.,  1990-1  Trade 
Cas.  (CCH)  1 68,939  (D.D.C.  1990)  and 
1990-2  Trade  Cas.  (CCH)  f  69,148 
(D.D.C.  1990)  (Department  of  Justice 
attorneys  are  "au^orized  by  law”  to 
conduct  ex  parte  interviews  of  current 
and  former  employees  of  company 
under  investigation;  in  any  event, 
former  employees  are  not  a  “party” 
within  the  meaning  of  the  rule);  In  re 

U. S.  Department  of  Justice  Antitrust 
Investigation,  CIDs  Nos.  9683,  Misc.  File 
No.  3-92-9,  Report  and 
Recommendation  (D.  Minn.  1992) 
(same);  United  States  v.  Teeven,  Civil 
No.  90-503  LON,  Slip  Op.  (D.  Del.  1990) 
(in  civil  investigation  under  the  False 
Claims  Act,  ex  parte  interviews  of  the 
employees  of  the  company  imder 
investigation  are  "authorized  by  law” 
within  the  meaning  of  the  rule):  Hyatt 

V.  Northrop  Corp.,  CV  87-6892KN,  Slip 


Op.  (CD.  Cal.  1989)  (ex  parte  interviews 
of  employees  of  defendant  permissible 
because  employees  are  not  "parties”). 

Accordingly,  and  as  set  forth  in  the 
Background  section  of  the  notice  of 
proposed  rulemaking.  57  FR  54737, 
54740  (Nov.  20, 1992),  the  Department 
of  Justice  has  concluded  that 
commimications  by  government 
attorneys  in  the  course  of  civil  law 
enforcement  investigations  and 
proceedings  should  be  treated 
essentially  the  same  as  communications 
in  the  course  of  criminal  enforcement. 
That  conclusion  is  based  on  the  strong 
similarity  between  criminal  and  civil 
law  enforcement,  the  public  interest  in 
thorough  law  enforcement 
investigations,  and  several  practical 
considerations,  such  as  the  feet  that 
criminal  and  civil  investigations  often 
cannot  be  neatly  separated. 

Two  organizations  and  one 
corporation  commented  or  suggested 
that  the  rule  should  restrict 
commimications  during  the 
investigative  stage  of  a  civil  law 
enforcement  matter.  One  organization 
stated  that  the  stage  prior  to  filing  a 
complaint  in  a  civil  matter  is  "when 
most,  if  not  all.  prosecutorial  discretion 
is  exercised.”  and  that  "(ejorporate 
counsel  must  be  informed  if  the 
Department  of  Justice  desires  to  speak  to 
current  or  former  employees”  at  that 
stage.  The  other  organization  stated  that 
investigatory  communications  should  be 
prohibited  where  "lawyers  for  parties  or 
witnesses  not  imder  indictment  are  in 
regular  contact  with  the  government” 
concerning  "ongoing  civil  litigation.” 

The  Department  of  Justice  believes 
that  the  suggested  restrictions  on 
communications  during  the 
investigatory  stage  of  a  civil  law 
enforcement  matter  should  not  be 
adopted,  for  essentially  the  same 
reasons  set  forth  above  with  regard  to 
proposed  restrictions  on 
communications  during  the 
investigatory  stage  of  a  criminal  matter. 
The  Department  is.  however,  imposing 
restrictions  in  the  United  States 
Attorneys’  Manual  regarding  certain 
types  of  investigatory  communications, 
as  set  forth  above. 

10.  Section  77.10:  Civil  Enforcement; 
General  Rule;  Litigative  Stage 

11.  Section  77.11:  Civil  Enforcement; 
Exceptions:  Litigative  Stage 

12.  Section  77.12:  Other  Civil  Matters 

Comments  relating  to  these  sections 
are  set  forth  in  the  preceding  section 
regarding  communications  in  the 
investigative  stage  of  a  civil  law 
enforcement  matter. 


13.  Section  77.13:  Organizations  and 
Employees 

a.  Current  Employees — The 
Controlling  Individual  Test.  Four 
corporations  and  one  organization 
commented  or  suggested  that  the  use  of 
the  "controlling  individual”  test  was 
inappropriate,  or  that  the  definition  of 
"controlling  individual”  was  too  narrow 
to  provide  sufficient  protections  for 
corporate  defendants.  This  comment 
was  formulated  in  a  variety  of  different 
ways,  with  the  following  as  illustrative 
examples:  the-definition  of  “controlling 
individual”  represents  an  "intolerable 
neuTowing  of  protections  of  critical 
importance  to  the  corporation”:  the 
definition  is  "far  too  narrow”  and  that 
"(flor  all  practical  purposes,  a 
corporation  would  have  no  protection 
against  traditionally  forbidden 
communications  with  its  employees 
after  commencement  of  formal 
proceedings,  whether  civil  or  criminal”; 
and  the  "narrow  definition”  of  excepted 
employees  “effectively  deprives 
corporate  entities  of  the  protections 
intended  under  (DR  7-104).” 

One  corporation  stated  that  it 
employed  "tens  of  thousands  of 
individuals  with  varying  levels  of  legal 
and  business  sophistication,”  that  these 
individuals  both  possess  information 
that  would  benefit  the  corporation’s 
legal  adversaries  and  that  could  bind  the 
corporation  as  admissions,  and  that 
these  employees  "frequently  require 
legal  counsel  in  understanding  ^e  legal 
context  in  which  their  employer  is 
operating  or  in  which  questioning  will 
occur.”  Another  corporation  similarly 
stated  that  the  proposed  rule  would 
deprive  both  employees  and 
corporations  who  may  be  subject  to  civil 
or  criminal  sanctions  of  the  advice  of 
counsel. 

One  corporation  stated  that  the 
"controlling  individual”  standard  set 
forth  in  the  rule  "appears  to  provide 
organizations  even  less  protection  than 
the  apparently  less  restrictive  ‘control 
group’  test  which  has  been  rejected  by 
most  courts  and  bar  associations  as  too 
restrictive.”  The  corporation  further 
stated  that  the  “control  group”  test, 
which  prohibits  ex  parte 
communications  only  with  "those  top 
management  persons  having 
responsibility  for  making  final  decisions 
or  those  with  advisory  roles  such  that 
final  decisions  are  not  made  without 
reliance  on  their  advice  and  opinions,” 
presumably  applies  to  more  persons 
than  the  "controlling  individual”  test 
set  forth  in  the  rule,  although  even  that 
test  "has  been  attacked  as  nullifying  the 
benefits  of  DR  7-104  to  corporations.” 
The  corporation  stated  that  the  version 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  141  /  Monday,  July  26,  1993  /  Proposed  Rules 


39989 


of  the  "alter  ego"  test  set  forth  in  the 
comment  to  ABA  Model  Rule  4.2 
"provides  the  best  guidance  as  to  which 
persons  within  an  organization  are 
protected  from  ex  parte 
communications,"  and  that  accordingly 
the  Department  of  Justice  should  adopt 
that  test. 

Another  corporation  also  suggested 
that  the  test  set  forth  in  the  comment  to 
ABA  Model  Rule  4.2  was  the 
appropriate  test  to  adopt. 

One  corporation  stated  that  the  rule 
"would  permit  a  Department  lawyer  to 
contact  a  corporate  division  president  to 
discuss  his  or  her  work  while  [the]  head 
of  a  difrerent  division  [was]  under 
investigation  or  subject  to  an 
enforcement  proceeding,”  as  the  former 
person  would  not  fit  within  the 
definition  of  "controlling  individual." 
The  corporation  further  stated  that  the 
rule  would  appear  to  provide  that  "a 
Department  lawyer  can  even  send 
another  person  to  contact  the  executive, 
without  disclosing  the  purpose  of  the 
communication,  to  overcome  any 
reluctance  the  executive  might  have  to 
discuss  company  business  with  an 
outsider,”  and  that  this  "amounts  to 
denial  of  representation  to  that 
company,  given  the  prospect  that  the 
employee  may  be  gulled  into  making 
statements  that  will  be  claimed  to  be 
‘admissions’  on  behalf  of  the  corporate 
defendant.”  The  corporation  stated  that 
a  definition  of  “controlling  individual” 
that  was  “more  consonant  with  the  ABA 
rules,  and  much  more  reflective  of  the 
realities  of  how  corporations  conduct 
their  work  and  protective  of  their  right 
to  counsel,”  would  be  to  include 
"anyone  who  exercises  or  had  exercised 
substantial  discretion  or  control  over  the 
activities  being  investigated  or 
litigated.”  The  corporation  further 
suggested  that  “a  useful  model  might  be 
foxmd  in  the  concept  of  ‘substantial 
authority  personnel’  ”  set  forth  in 
Application  Note  3(c)  to  Section  8A1.2 
of  the  Sentencing  Guidelines. 

One  corporation  also  commented 
generally  that  “[t]here  is  no  evidence 
cited  in  the  proposed  rule  preamble 
which  suggests  that  government 
investigations  have  l^n  impeded  by 
the  existing  Professional  Code  in  any 
significant  manner  justifying  the  radical 
undermining  of  the  Code’s  obligations 
during  government  investigations 
include  in  the  proposed  rule.”  The 
corporation  further  stated  that  ’’[i]n  the 
context  of  enhanced  compliance 
programs”  brought  about  by  the  Federal 
Sentencing  Guidelines,  "the 
Department’s  proposed  rule  suggests  an 
unwarranted  distrust  of  legitimate 
corporate  enterprises  in  assisting  rather 


than  impeding  the  investigation  of 
all^d  violations.” 

These  comments  significantly 
overstate  both  the  impact  and  the 
novelty  of  the  rule,  which  directly 
incorporates  the  standard  in  effect  in  the 
District  of  Columbia.  As  a  threshold 
matter,  it  should  be  clear  that  coimsel 
for  an  organization  should  not  enjoy 
complete  control  over  the  access  of 
government  investigators  to  employees 
of  the  organization.  See  United  States  v. 
Western  Electric  Co.,  1990-2  ’Trade  Cas. 
(CCH)  1 69,148  P.D.C.  1990)  (a 
corporation  "has  no  right  to  decide  for 
its  employees  whether  its  interests  are 
in  conflict  with  theirs  when  the 
Department  [of  Justice]  seeks  their 
testimony  in  the  course  of  an 
investigation  of  law  violations”);  Wright 
by  Wri^t  V.  Group  Health  Hospital,  103 
Wash.2d  192,  200, 691  P.2d  564,569 
(1984)  ("It  is  not  the  purpose  of  the  rule 
to  protect  a  corporate  party  from  the 
revelation  of  prejudicial  facts”).  Such  a 
rule  would  efWtively  preclude  law 
enforcement  investigations  of 
corporations,  or  indeed  of  wholly 
criminal  organizations.  See  In  re 
Criminal  Investigation  No.  13,  Md.  App. 
609,  616-17,  573  A.2d  51.  55  (1990). 

There  are  very  few  reported  criminal 
cases  addressing  the  issue  of  the 
propriety  of  communications  with 
organizational  employees.  In  the  civil 
context,  the  question  of  whether  such 
commimications  are  permissible  has 
generated  great  confusion  and  a  variety 
of  different  court  and  bar  association 
opinions,  often  within  the  same 
jurisdiction.  See  generally  Comment, 
“Ex  Parte  Communications  with 
Corporate  Parties:  The  Scope  of  the 
Limitations  on  Attorney 
Communications  with  One  of  Adverse 
Interest,”  82  Nw.  U.L  Rev.  1274  (1988) 
(“Comment”).  With  respect  to  current 
employees,  courts  have  articulated  at 
least  four  different  tests  to  determine 
when  commimications  are  permissible, 
none  of  which  has  gained  universal 
acceptance.  Id. 

These  varying  tests  have  been  devised 
almost  exclusively  in  the  context  of 
private  civil  litigation,  and  are  based  in 
part  upon  assumptions  and 
considerations  that  are  not  directly 
adaptable  to  federal  law  enforcement. 
For  example,  the  "alter  ego”  test, 
suggested  by  one  commenter,  permits 
communications  with  employees  of 
organizations  only  if  the  employee  does 
not  have  the  power  to  bind  the 
organization  with  respect  to  the  matter 
underlying  the  representation.  See,  e.g., 
Niesig  V.  Team  I,  76  N.Y.2d  363,  374- 
76  &  n.5.  559  N.Y.S.2d  493, 498,  558 
N.E.2d  1030  (1990).  The  practical  effect 
of  the  “alter  ego”  rule  in  most  instances 


is  to  permit  commxmications  with  low- 
level  employees,  but  not  with 
manaeerial  employees. 

Su(m  distinctions,  however,  are  not 
generally  useful  in  federal  law 
enforcement  proceedings.  Under  federal 
law,  criminal  liability  may  be  imputed 
to  a  corporation  for  the  acts  or 
omissions  of  any  employee,  no  matter 
how  menial.  See,  e.g..  Standard  Oil  of 
Texas  v.  United  States,  307  P.2d  120, 

127  (5th  Cir.  1962)  ("the  corporation 
may  be  criminally  Imund  by  the  acts  of 
subordinate,  even  menial  employees”); 
United  States  v.  Basic  Construction  Co., 
711  F.2d  570,  572  (4th  Or.)  (corporation 
criminally  bound  by  acts  “perpetrated 
by  two  relatively  minor  officials”),  cert, 
denied.  464  U.S.  956  (1983);  United 
States  V.  Bank  of  New  England.  N.A., 

821  F.2d  844,  855-57  (1st  Cir.  1987) 

(acts  of  bank  tellers),  cert,  denied.  484 
U.S.  943  (1988);  United  States  v. 
T.I.M.E.-D.C..  Inc.,  381  F.  Supp.  730, 

738  (W.D.  Va.  1974)  (acts  of  truck 
drivers  and  dispatchers);  see  also  St. 
Johnsbury  Trucking  Co.  v.  United 
States.  220  F.2d  393  (1st  Cir.  1955)  (acts 
of  shipping  clerk).  In  the  civil  context, 
low-level  agents  who  act  with  apparent 
authority  may  bind  the  corporation  for 
purposes  of  civil  liability.  See  American 
Society  of  Mechanical  Engineers,  Inc.  v. 
Hydrolevel  Corp.,  456  U.S.  556,  565-68 
(1982).  Furthermore,  the  statements  of 
any  employee  are  binding  as  admissions 
against  the  organization  in  either  a 
criminal  or  civil  proceeding.  Fed.  R. 
Evid.  801(d)(2)(D).  Accordii^ly,  a 
federal  standard  ffiat  prohibited 
commimications  with  employees  whose 
statements  could  be  attributed  to  the 
organization  for  purposes  of  imposing 
criminal  or  civil  liability  would  simply 
have  the  effect  of  prohibiting  all  such 
communications. 

These  rules  adopt  a  version  of  the 
“control  group”  test,  in  which 
communications  with  employees  who 
are  not  within  the  control  group  of  the 
corporation  are  not  considered 
communications  with  the  organization. 
See,  e.g..  District  of  Columbia  Rule  of 
Professional  Conduct  4.2,  Comment  3; 
Fair  Automotive  Repair,  Inc.  v.  Car-X 
Service  Systems,  Inc.,  128  Ill.  App.  3d 
763,  771,  471  N.E.2d  554,  560-61 
(1984).  Section  77.13(b)  provides  that  a 
commimication  with  a  current 
employee  shall  be  considered  a 
communication  with  the  organization 
only  if  the  employee  is  a  "controlling 
individual,”  as  defined,  and  the 
controlling  individual  is  not  represented 
by  separate  counsel  with  respect  to  the 
subject  matter  of  the  commimication. 

Tne  definition  of  “controlling 
individual”  in  the  rule  is  derived  from 
District  of  Columbia  Rule  of 
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Professicmal  Conduct  4.2,  Comment  3, 
which  states  that  the  rule  “does  not 
prohibit  a  lawyer  from  communicating 
with  employees  of  an  organization  who 
have  the  authority  to  bind  the 
organization  with  respect  to  the  matters 
underlying  the  representation  if  they  do 
not  also  have  the  authority  to  make 
binding  decisions  concerning  the 
representation  itself.** 

There  is  no  evidence  to  suggest  that 
the  District  of  Coliunbia  standard — 
which  grants  private  attorneys  the  same 
ability  to  communicate  with  corporate 
employees  that  $  77.13(c)  permits  to 
govenunent  attorneys— has  produced 
unfair  or  unjust  results  for  corporations 
or  corporate  employees.  Because  section 
77.13(c)  is  derived  directly  from  that 
standi,  the  Department  believes  that 
the  experience  under  the  new  section 
will  prove  to  be  similar.  In  order  to 
bring  §  77.13(c)  more  closely  in  line 
with  the  District  of  Columbia  standard, 
the  text  of  the  section  has  been  slightly 
modified. 

The  Department  has  carefully 
considered  the  suggestion  that  the 
definition  of  "controlling  individual’*  be 
reformulated  to  fr>llow  the  definition  of 
“substantial  authority  personnel*'  set 
forth  in  Application  Note  3(c)  to  section 
8A1.2  of  the  Sentencing  Guidelines. 
Under  the  Guidelines,  “substantial 
authority  persoxmel**  means 
“individu^  who  within  the  scope  of 
their  authority  exercise  a  substantial 
measure  of  discretion  in  acting  on 
behalf  of  an  organization.**  The 
Department  believes  that  this  definition 
is  unduly  broad  for  purposes  of  the  rule 
governing  communications  with 
represented  persons. 

The  comment  that  the  rule  may 
deprive  corporate  employees  of  ^e 
advice  of  counsel  appears  to  be 
misplaced.  Absent  multiple 
representation,  counsel  for  the 
corporation  does  not  represent 
individual  employees,  and  nothing  in 
the  rule  is  designed  or  intended  to  deter 
employees  from  obtaining  their  own 
counsel. 

In  order  to  prevent  a  government 
attorney  from  misleading  an  employee 
as  to  the  nature  of  the  communication, 
as  suggested  in  one  of  the  comments, 
Section  9-13.280  of  the  United  States 
Attorneys*  Manual  requires  that  when  a 
government  attorney  communicates 
overtly  vrith  a  current  employee  of  a 
corporation  during  the  prosecutive  or 
litigative  stage  pursuant  to  this  section, 
the  attorney  must  disclose  to  the 
employee  Us  or  her  identity,  the  general 
purpose  of  the  communication,  and  the 
fact  that  the  United  States  has  instituted 
criminal  charges  or  civil  law 
enforcement  proceedings  against  the 


organization.  See  District  of  Columbia 
Rule  of  Professional  Conduct  4.2, 
Comment  3. 

b.  Former  Employees.  One 
organization  and  one  corporation 
commented  regarding  the  treatment  of 
former  e^loyees  of  organizations  in 
the  rule.  The  organization  stated  that 
“(fiormer  employees  are  included  in  the 
restriction  of  Model  Rule  4.2  if  their 
action  or  omission  may  be  imputed  to 
the  corporation  or  i/ their  statement  may 
constitute  an  admi^on  on  the  part  of 
the  corporation,**  and  stated  that  the 
rule  “steps  back  from  this  position  to 
the  detriment  of  all  corporate  parties.*’ 
The  corporation  stated  that  the  mle 
should  restrict  commimications  with 
former  employees  of  a  represented 
orgwization. 

These  comments  erroneously  suggest 
that  the  Department  of  Justice  take  a 
more  restrictive  approach  than  is 
currently  required  by  the  ABA  or 
virtually  any  federal  jurisdiction.  In  fact, 
the  ABA  Standing  Committee  on  Ethics 
and  Professional  Responsibility  has 
determined  that  the  prohibition  on 
communications  with  represented 
parties  in  Model  Rule  4.2  (the  successor 
to  DR  7-104)  does  not  extend  to  former 
employees  of  an  opposing  corporate 
party.  Formal  Opinion  91-359  (March 
22, 1991)  (“While  the  Committee 
recognizes  that  persuasive  policy 
arguments  can  be  and  have  been  made 
for  extending  the  ambit  of  Model  Rule 
4.2  to  cover  some  former  corporate 
employees,  the  fact  remains  that  the  text 
of  the  Rule  does  not  do  so  and  the 
comment  gives  no  basis  for  concluding 
that  such  coverage  was  intended’’).  See 
United  States  v.  Western  Electric  Co., 
1990-2  Trade  Cas.  (CCH)  1 69,148 
(D.D.C.  1990)  (the  claim  that  former 
employees  were  represented  by 
corporate  counsel  was  a  “bald  attempt 
by  the  company  to  shield  itself  and  its 
management  from  investigation  of 
possible  wrongdoing*’);  Hanntz  v. 

Shiley,  Inc.,  766  F.  Supp  258  p.N.J. 
1991)  (collecting  cases);  Shearson 
Lehman  Bros.,  Inc.  v.  Wasatch  Bank, 

139  F.R.D.  412, 418  (D.  Utah  1991); 
Action  Airfreight,  Inc.  v.  Pilot  Air 
Freight  Corp.,  769  F.  Supp.  899,  903-04 
(E.D.  Pa.  1991);  Sherrod  v.  Furniture 
Center,  769  F.  Supp.  1021, 1022  (W.D. 
Tenn.  1991);  Dulwis  v.  Gradco  Systems, 
Inc.,  136  F.R.D.  341,  345-46  (D.  Conn. 
1991);  Curley  V.  Cumberland  Farms, 

Inc.,  134  F.R.D.  77,  82-83  (D.N.J.  1991); 
Polycast  Technology  Corp.  v.  Uniroyal, 
Inc.,  129  F.R.D.  621,  628  (Mag.,  S.D.N.Y. 
1990);  Amarin  Plastics,  Inc.  v.  Maryland 
Cup  Corp.,  116  F.R.D.  36, 40-41  (D. 
Mass.  1987);  Porter  v.  Arco  Metals  Co., 
642  F.  Supp.  1116, 1118  (D.  Mont. 

1986);  Wri^t  by  Wright  v.  Group  Health 


Hospital,  103  Wa8h.2d  192,  201,  691 
P.2d  564,  569  (1984). 

These  rules  adopt  an  approach  similar 
to  that  of  the  ABA  Standing  Committee. 
Communications  with  former 
employees  are  generally  permitted 
under  the  rules,  regardless  of  whether 
the  communication  occurs  before  or 
after  indictment  of,  or  the  filing  of 
formal  civil  proceedings  against,  the 
organization  that  formerly  employed 
them. 

c.  Multiple  Representation.  One 
corporation  commented  that 
“(rjepresentation  by  counsel  can 
include  representation  of  a  corporate 
employee  by  counsel  representing  the 
corporation,"  and  that  "the  government 
attorney’s  belief  that  there  is  a  conflict 
of  interest  should  not  excuse  ex  parte 
contacts.**  The  corporation  further 
stated  that  joint  representation  of 
employer  and  employee  “is  permissible, 
absent  actual  conflict,**  and  that  it  is 
“for  a  court  to  decide  whether  a  conflict 
renders  joint  representation  unethical,*’ 
not  the  government. 

This  comment  misconceives  the 
intent  of  the  rules  with  regard  to 
multiple  representation.  'These  rules  are 
not  intended  to  afreet  the  ethical  rules 
governing  multiple  representation  of 
corporate  employees,  or  the  procedural 
mechanisms  by  which  apparent 
conflicts  of  interest  arising  out  of 
multiple  representation  are  examined  by 
the  court.  Fed.  R.  Grim.  P.  44(c). 
Government  attorneys  confronted  with 
multiple  representation  issues  will  be 
required  to  follow  established 
procedures  for  resolving  them, 
including,  where  appropriate,  motions 
to  disqualify  counsel. 

d.  Impact  on  Compliance  Programs. 
One  corporation  commented  that  its  in- 
house  attorneys  are  engaged  actively  in 
promoting  compliance  with  federal  laws 
and  regulations,  that  these  “compliance 
efforts  hinge  in  part  on  the  development 
of  a  relationship  of  confidence  and  trust 
between  corporate  employees  and  the 
corporation’s  attorneys,  and  that  the 
rule  “could  well  undermine  this 
relationship  and  partially  undermine,  as 
well,  efrective  compliance  programs’* 
pursuant  to  the  Sentencing  Guidelines. 

The  Department  of  Justice  believes 
that  this  comment  misstates  the  impact 
of  the  proposed  rule.  There  does  not 
appear  to  be  a  clear  connection  between 
the  effectiveness  of  corporate 
compliance  programs  and  the  ability  of 
government  investigators  to 
commimicate  with  corporate  employees. 
Furthermore,  it  does  not  appear  that  an 
appropriate  way  to  enhance  or  fortify 
such  compliance  programs  is  to  require 
that  employees  may  not  commimicate 
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with  the  government  except  in  the 
presence  of  counsel  for  the  corporation. 

14.  Section  77.14:  Parallel  Investigations 
and  Proceedings 

The  Department  of  Justice  received  no 
specific  comments  regarding  this 
section. 

15.  Section  77.15:  Enforcement  of  Rules 

One  individual  commented  that  the 
rule  should  contain  a  provision  for 
exclusion  of  inappropriately  obtained 
information,  and  that  the  rule  should 
define  the  rights  of  suspects  or  the 
accused  rather  than  merely  defining  the 
rights  of  the  prosecutors. 

Traditionally,  matters  relating  to 
communications  with  represented 
persons  have  been  treated  as  matters  of 
attorney  discipline,  without  granting 
substantive  rights  to  defendants  or  any 
other  persons.  See,  e.g.,  ABA  Code  of 
Professional  Responsibility,  Preliminary 
Statement;  ABA  Model  Rides  of 
Professional  Conduct.  Scope;  see 
generaiiy  Johnson,  “liie  Impact  of 
Disciplinary  Rule  7-104  on  Law 
Enforcement  Contact  with  Represented 
Persons,”  40  U.  Kan.  L.  Rev.  63, 168-^71 
(1992).  These  rules  adopt  a  similar 
scheme,  by  providing  t^t  potential 
violations  should  be  investigated  by  the 
Department’s  Office  of  Professional 
Responsibility  and  addressed  where 
appropriate  as  matters  of  attorney 
discipline.  See  28  CFR  0.39 
(establishing  and  defining  duties  of 
OPR).  Threats  of  censure,  discipline, 
and  loss  of  employment  are  more  than 
adequate  deterrents  against  violations  of 
the  rules,  and  exclusion  of  relevant 
evidence  (or  dismissal  of  indictments  or 
complaints)  obtained  in  violation  of 
these  rules  would  confer  an  enormous 
windfall  upon  a  criminal  or  civil 
defendant  with  little,  if  any,  additional 
deterrent  efiect.  Of  course,  where  the 
commimication  with  a  represented 
person  rises  to  the  level  of  a 
constitutional  violation,  such  as  the 
Sixth  Amendment  right  to  counsel,  the 
courts  retain  the  power  to  fashion 
appropriate  remedies,  including  the 
exclusion  of  evidence  or  dismissal  of 
charges  where  appropriate.  See  Massiah 
V.  United  States.  377  U.S.  201  (1964). 

One  organization  commented  that  the 
Department  of  Justice  "has  shown  itself 
to  be  incapable  of  policing  itself,"  and 
that  ”[t]he  most  flagrant  and  egregious 
prosecutorial  misconduct  rarely  results 
in  disciplinary  proceedings,  or 
punishment.”  'The  Department  of  Justice 
respectfully  submits  that  this  comment 
is  inaccurate  and  unwarranted,  and  not 
an  appropriate  basis  to  require  the 
imposition  of  an  exclusionary  rule. 


16.  Section  77.16:  Relationship  to  State 
and  Local  Regulation 

Comments  relating  to  this  section  are 
addressed  in  the  General  Comments 
section  above. 

in.  Certifications 

In  accordance  with  5  U.S.C  605(b), 
the  Attorney  General  certifies  that  this 
rule  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  This  rule  is 
not  a  major  rule  within  the  meaning  of 
section  1(b)  of  Executive  Order  12291. 

In  light  of  the  Attorney  General’s 
longstanding  policy  of  regulating  the 
conduct  of  Apartment  of  Justice 
employees,  this  rule  does  not  have 
federalism  implications  warranting  the 
preparation  of  a  Federalism  Assessment 
in  accordance  with  section  6  of 
Executive  Order  12612. 

List  of  Subjects  in  28  CFR  Part  77 

Government  employees.  Investigations, 
Law  enforcement.  Lawyers. 

Accordingly,  chapter  I  of  title  28  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
proposed  to  be  amend^  by  adding  a 
new  part  77  to  read  as  follows: 

PART  77— COMMUNICATIONS  WITH 
REPRESENTED  PERSONS 

Sec. 

77.1  Purpose  and  authority. 

77.2  Definitions. 

77.3  Represented  person. 

77.4  Constitutional  and  other  limitations. 

77.5  Criminal  enforcement;  general  rule; 
investigative  stage. 

77.6  Criminal  enforcement;  general  rule; 
prosecutive  stage. 

77.7  Criminal  enforcement;  exceptions; 
prosecutive  stage. 

77.8  Criminal  enforcement;  restrictions; 
prosecutive  stage. 

77.9  Civil  enforcement;  general  rule; 
investigative  stage. 

77.10  Civil  enforcement;  general  rule; 
litigative  stage. 

77.11  Civil  enforcement;  exceptions; 
litigative  stage. 

77.12  Other  civil  matters. 

77.13  Organizations  and  employees. 

77.14  Parallel  investigations  and 
proceedings. 

77.15  Enforcement  of  rules. 

77.16  Relationship  to  state  and  local 
regulation. 

Authority:  5  U.S.C  301;  28  U.S.C  509, 
510,  515(a),  516,  519,  533,  547. 

177.1  PurpoM  and  authority. 

The  purpose  of  this  part  is  to  provide 
a  comprehensive,  clear,  and  uniform  set 
of  rules  governing  the  circumstances 
under  which  Department  of  Justice 
attorneys  may  communicate  with 
persons  known  to  be  represented  by 
counsel  in  the  course  of  law 


enforcement  investigations  and 
proceedings.  This  part  is  issued  under 
the  authority  of  the  Attorney  General  to 
prescribe  regulations  for  the  government 
of  the  Department  of  Justice,  the 
conduct  of  its  employees,  and  the 
performance  of  its  business,  pursuant  to 
5  U.S.C  301;  to  direct  officers  of  the 
Department  of  Justice  to  secure  evidence 
and  conduct  litigation,  pursuant  to  28 
U.S.C  516;  to  dkect  officers  of  the 
Department  to  conduct  grant  jury 
proceedings  and  other  dvil  and 
criminal  legal  proceedings,  pursuant  to 
28  U.S.C  515(a);  to  supervise  litigation 
and  to  direct  Department  officers  in  the 
discharge  of  their  duties,  pursuant  to  28 
U.S.C.  519;  and  otherwise  to  direct 
Department  officers  to  detect  and 
prosecute  crimes,  to  prosecute  offenses 
against  the  United  States,  to  prosecute 
dvil  actions,  suits,  and  proceedings  in 
which  the  United  States  is  concerned, 
and  to  perform  such  other  functions  as 
may  be  provided  by  law.  pursuant  to  28 
U.S.C  509,  510,  533,  and  547. 

i77.2  Definitions. 

As  used  in  this  part,  the  following 
terms  shall  have  tne  following 
meanings,  imless  the  context  indicates 
otherwise: 

(a)  Attorney  for  the  government  means 
the  Attorney  General;  the  Deputy 
Attorney  General;  the  Assodate 
Attorney  General;  the  Solidtor  General; 
the  Assistant  Attorneys  General  for,  and 
any  attorney  employ^  in,  the  Antitrust 
Division.  Civil  Division,  Civil  Rights 
Division,  Criminal  Division, 
Environment  and  Natural  Resources 
Division,  or  Tax  Division;  any  United 
States  Attorney;  any  Assistant  United 
States  Attorney;  any  Spedal  Assistant  to 
the  Attorney  Geneid  or  Spedal 
Attorney  diily  appointed  pursuant  to  28 
U.S.C.  515;  any  Special  Assistant  United 
States  Attorney  duly  appointed 
pursuant  to  28  U.S.C  543  who  is 
authorized  to  condud  criminal  or  dvil 
law  enforcement  investigations  or 
proceedings  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States;  or  any  other  attorney  employed 
by  the  Department  of  Justice  who  is 
authorized  to  condud  criminal  or  dvil 
law  enforcement  investigations  or 
proceedings  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States. 

(b)  Person  means  any  individual  or 
organization. 

(c)  Organization  means  any 
corporation,  partnership,  association, 
joint-stock  company,  union,  trust, 
pension  fund,  imincoiporated 
organization,  state  or  local  government 
or  political  subdivision  thereof,  or  non¬ 
profit  organization. 
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(d)  Employee  means  any  employee, 
officer,  director,  partner,  member,  or 
trustee. 

(e)  Cooperating  witness  means  any 
person,  other  thw  a  law  enforcement 
agent,  who  is  acting  as  an  agent  for  the 
government  in  an  undercover  or 
confidential  capacity. 

(f)  Civil  law  enforcement  proceeding 
means:  (1)  A  civil  action  or  proceeding 
before  any  coiut  or  other  tribunal 
brought  by  the  United  States  under  its 
police  or  regulatory  powers  to  enforce 
its  laws,  including,  but  not  limited  to, 
civil  acticms  or  proceedings  brought  to 
enforce  the  laws  relating  to: 

(1)  Antitrust; 

(ii)  Banking  and  financial  institution 
regulation; 

(iii)  Bribery,  kickbacks,  and 
corruption: 

(iv)  Civil  rights; 

(v)  Consumer  protection; 

(vi)  Environment  and  natural  resource 
protection; 

(vii)  False  claims  against  the  United 
States; 

(viii)  Food,  drugs,  and  cosmetics 
regulation; 

(ix)  Forfeiture  of  property; 

(x)  Fraud; 

(xi)  Internal  revenue; 

(xii)  Occupational  safety  and  health; 
or 

(xiii)  Securities  reflation. 

(2)  l^e  term  “dvil  law  enforcement 
prooeeding’’  shall  not  include 
proceedings  related  to  the  enforcement 
of  an  administrative  subpoena  or 
summons  or  a  civil  investigative 
demand.  An  action  or  proceeding  shall 
be  considered  “brought  by  the  United 
States"  if  it  involves  a  claim  asserted  by 
the  Department  of  Justice  on  behalf  of 
the  United  States,  whether  the  claim  is 
asserted  by  complaint,  counterclaim, 
cross-claim,  or  otherwise. 

(g)  Civi/  law  enforcement  investigation 
means  an  investigation  of  possible  civil 
violations  of  or  claims  under  federal  law 
that  may  form  the  basis  for  a  civil  law 
enforcement  proceeding. 

f77.3  Repreaented  person. 

(a)  A  person  shall  be  considered  a 
“represented  person"  within  the 
meaning  of  this  part  only  if  all  three  of 
the  following  circumstances  exist: 

(1)  The  person  has  retained  counsel, 
or  acf^ted  counsel  by  appointment; 

(2)  The  representation  concerns  the 
subject  matter  in  question;  and 

(3)  The  attorney  for  the  government 
knows  that  the  person  is  represented  by 
counsel  concerning  the  subject  matter. 

(b)  Nothing  in  this  part  is  intended  to 
or  shall  be  construed  to  permit  any 
purported  legal  representation 
undertaken  for  the  purpose  of 


facilitating  the  commission  or 
concealment  of  a  crime  or  firaud. 

{77.4  ConetHuttonal  and  other  HmHationt. 

Notwithstanding  any  other  provision 
of  this  part,  any  commimication  that  is 
prohibited  by  the  Sixth  Amendment 
right  to  counsel  or  by  any  other 
provision  of  the  United  States 
Constitution  or  by  any  federal  statute  or 
Federal  Rule  of  Qriminal  or  Civil 
Procedure  shall  be  likewise  prohibited 
by  this  part. 

577.5  Crirntnel  enfarcemei^  general  rule; 
Inveatigadve  atage. 

An  attorney  for  the  government  may 
communicate,  or  cause  another  to 
communicate,  with  a  represented 
person  concerning  the  subject  matter  of 
the  representation  if: 

(a)  The  communication — (1)  Is  made 
in  the  course  of  an  investigation, 
whether  undercover  or  overt,  of  possible 
criminal  activity;  and 

(2)  Occurs  prior  to  the  attachment  of 
the  Sixth  Amendment  right  to  counsel 
with  respect  to  charges  against  the 
represented  person  arising  out  of  the 
criminal  activity  that  is  the  subject  of 
the  investigation;  or 

(b)  The  commimication  is  otherwise 
permitted  by  law. 

1 77.6  Criminal  enforcement;  general  rule; 
proeecutive  stage. 

An  attorney  for  the  government  may 
not  communicate,  or  cause  another  to 
communicate,  with  a  represented 
person  concerning  the  subject  matter  of 
the  representation  after  the  attachment 
of  the  Sixth  Amendment  right  to 
counsel  of  the  represented  person, 
except  as  provide  herein  or  as  otherwise 
permitted  by  law. 

f  77.7  Criminal  enforcement;  exceptions; 
prosecutive  stage. 

An  attorney  for  the  government  may 
communicate,  or  cause  another  to 
communicate,  with  a  represented 
person  concerning  the  subject  matter  of 
the  representation  after  the  attachment 
of  the  Sixth  Amendment  right  to 
counsel  of  the  represented  person  if  one 
or  more  of  the  following  circumstances 
exist: 

(a)  Consent.  Counsel  for  the 
represented  person  has  been  given  prior 
notice  of  the  communication  and 
consents  to  the  communication. 

(b)  Determination  if  representation 
exists.  The  purpose  of  the 
communication  is  to  determine  if  the 
person  is  in  fact  represented  by  counsel; 
provided,  however,  that  further 
communication  is  permitted  only  if  the 
person  indicates  that  he  or  she  is  not 
represented  or  the  communication  is 
otherwise  permitted  under  this  part. 


(c)  Discovery  or  judicial  or 
administrative  process.  The 
commimication  is  made  pursuant  to 
discovery  procedures  or  judicial  or 
administrative  process,  including  but 
not  limited  to  the  service  of  a  grand  jury 
or  trial  subpoena. 

(d)  Investigation  of  new  or  additional 
crimes.  The  communication  is  made  in 
the  course  of  an  investigation,  whether 
undercover  or  overt,  of  new  or 
additional  criminal  activity  as  to  which 
the  Sixth  Amendment  right  to  counsel 
has  not  attached;  provided,  however, 
that  the  restrictions  set  forth  in  §  77.8 
are  observed.  Such  new  or  additional 
criminal  activity  may  include,  but  is  not 
limited  to: 

(1)  New  or  additional  criminal 
activity  that  is  separate  from  the 
criminal  activity  that  is  the  subject  of 
pending  criminal  charges; 

(2)  New  or  additions  criminal 
activity  that  is  intended  to  impede  or 
evade  the  administration  of  justice  as  to 
pending  criminal  charges,  such  as 
obstruction  of  justice,  subornation  of 
perjury,  jury  tampering,  murder,  assault 
or  intimidation  of  witnesses,  bail 
jumping,  or  unlawful  flight  to  avoid 
prosecution;  and 

(3)  New  or  additional  criminal 
activity  that  represents  a  continuation 
after  indictment  of  criminal  activity  that 
is  the  subject  of  pending  criminal 
charges,  such  as  the  continuation  of  a 
conspiracy  or  a  scheme  to  defraud  after 
indictment. 

(e)  Initiation  of  communication  by 
represented  person;  overt 
communications.  The  represented 
person  initiates  the  communication 
directly  with  the  attorney  for  the 
government,  or  indirectly  through  a 
person  known  to  the  represented  person 
to  be  a  law  enforcement  agent;  provided, 
however,  that  prior  to  engaging  in 
substantive  discussions  concerning  the 
subject  matter  of  charges  as  to  which  the 
Sixth  Amendment  right  to  counsel  has 
attached,  either  of  the  following 
circumstances  must  have  occunod: 

(1)  The  represented  person  has 
knowingly,  intelligently,  and 
voluntarily  waived  the  presence  of 
counsel;  or 

(2)  The  represented  person  has 
obtained  sutetitute  counsel,  and 
substitute  counsel  has  consented  to  the 
communication  or  the  communication 
is  otherwise  permitted  under  this  part. 

(f)  Initiation  of  communication  by 
represented  person:  undercover 
communications.  The  represented 
person  initiates  the  communication 
with  an  undercover  law  enforcement 
agent  or  a  cooperating  witness; 
provided,  however,  that  the  restrictions 
set  forth  in  §  77  are  observed. 
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(g)  Imminent  threat  to  safety  or  life. 

The  attorney  for  the  government 
reasonably  believes  l^at  there  is  an 
imminent  threat  to  the  safety  or  life  of 
any  person;  the  pvtrpose  of  ^e 
communication  is  to  obtain  information 
to  protect  against  the  risk  of  serious 
injury  or  death;  and  the  communication 
is  reasonably  necessary  to  protect 
against  such  risk. 

f77.8  Criminal  enforcement;  restiictione; 
prosecutive  stage. 

When  an  attorney  for  the  government 
communicates,  or  causes  a  law 
enforcement  agent  or  cooperating 
witness  to  commimicate,  with  a 
represented  person  after  the  attachment 
of  the  Sixth  Amendment  right  to 
counsel  pursuant  to  one  or  both  of  the 
exceptions  set  forth  in  §§  77.7(d)  or  (f). 
the  following  restrictions  must  be 
observed: 

.  (a)  Deliberate  elicitation.  An  attorney 
for  the  government,  law  enforcement 
agent,  or  cooperating  witness  may  not 
deliberately  elicit  incriminating 
information  from  the  represented  person 
concerning  the  pending  criminal 
charges. 

(b)  Attorney-client  meetings.  An 
undercover  law  enforcement  agent  or 
cooperating  witness  may  not  attend  or 
participate  in  attorney-client  meetings 
or  communications  concerning  the 
lawful  defense  of  the  pending  criminal 
charges,  except  when  requested  to  do  so 
by  the  defendant,  defense  counsel,  ot 
another  person  affiliated  or  associated 
with  the  defense,  and  when  reasonably 
necessary  to  protect  the  safety  of  the 
agent  or  witness  or  the  ccmfidentiality  of 
an  undercover  operation.  If  the  agent  or 
witness  attends  or  participates  in  such 
meetings,  any  information  regarding 
lawful  defense  strategy  or  trial 
preparation  imparted  to  the  agent  or 
witness  shall  not  be  commimicated  to 
attorneys  for  the  government  or  to  law 
enforcement  agents  who  are 
participating  in  the  prosecution  of  the 
pending  criminal  charges,  or  used  in 
any  other  way  to  the  substantial 
detriment  of  the  defendant. 

1 77.9  Civil  enforcement;  general  rule; 
investigative  stage. 

An  attorney  for  the  government  may 
communicate,  or  cause  another  to 
communicate,  with  a  represented 
person  concerning  the  subject  matter  of 
the  representation  if: 

(a)  The  communication — (1)  Is  made 
i.i  the  course  of  a  civil  law  enforcement 
investigation,  whether  undercover  or 
overt;  and 

(2)  Occurs  prior  to  the  time  the  United 
States  commences  a  civil  law 
enforcement  proceeding  against  the 


represented  person  arising  out  of  the 
violations  that  are  the  sul^ect  of  the 
inves^ation;  or 

(b)  The  communication  is  otherwise 
permitted  by  law. 

1 77.10  Civil  anforoement;  general  rule: 
lltigative  Mage. 

An  attcmiey  for  the  government  may 
not  cmnmunicate,  or  cause  another  to 
communicate,  with  a  represented 
person  concerning  the  subject  matter  of 
the  representation  after  the 
commencement  of  a  civil  law 
enforcement  proceeding  by  the  United 
States  against  the  represented  person, 
except  as  provided  herein  or  as 
otherwise  permitted  by  law. 

S  77.1 1  Civil  enforcement;  exceptiona; 
litigative  stage. 

An  attorney  for  the  government  may 
communicate,  or  cause  another  to 
communicate,  with  a  represented 
person  concerning  the  subject  matter  of 
the  representation  after  the 
commencement  of  a  civil  law 
enforcement  proceeding  by  the  United 
States  gainst  the  represented  person  if 
one  or  mme  of  the  following 
circumstances  exist: 

(a)  Consent  Counsel  for  the 
represented  person  has  been  given  prior 
notice  of  the  commimication  and 
consents  to  the  communication. 

(b)  Determination  if  representation 
exists.  The  purpose  of  the 
communication  is  to  determine  if  the 
person  is  in  fact  represented  by  counsel; 
provided,  however,  that  further 
communication  is  permitted  only  if  the 
person  indicates  that  he  or  she  is  not 
represented  oi  the  communication  is 
otherwise  permitted  under  this  part. 

(c)  Discovery  or  judicial  or 
administrative  process.  The 
communicMion  is  made  pursuant  to 
discovery  procedures  or  judicial  (x 
administrative  process,  including  but 
not  limited  to  tlie  service  of  a  siunmons 
and  complaint,  a  notice  of  deposition,  a 
deposition  or  trial  subpoena,  or  an 
administrative  summons  or  subpoena. 

(d)  Investigation  of  new  or  additional 
civil  violations.  The  communication  is 
made  in  the  course  of  a  civil  law 
enforcement  investigation  of  new  or 
additional  violations  of  federal  law  as  to 
which  the  United  States  has  not 
commenced  a  civil  law  enforcement 
proceeding;  provided,  however,  that  the 
attorney  for  the  government  may  not 
deliberately  elicit,  or  cause  to  be 
elicited,  admissions  from  the 
represented  person  concerning  the 
pending  civil  law  enforcement 
proceeding  during  the  communication. 

(e)  Initiation  of  communication  by 
represented  person;  overt 


communications.  The  represented 
person  initiates  the  cmnmunication 
directly  with  the  attorney  for  the 
government,  or  indirectly  through  a 
person  known  to  the  represented  person 
to  be  law  enforcement  agent;  provided, 
however,  that  prior  to  mgaging  in 
substantive  discussions  concerning  the 
subject  matter  of  a  pending  civil  law 
enforcement  proce^ing,  either  of  the 
following  circumstances  must  have 
occurred: 

(1)  The  represented  person  has 
knowingly,  intelligently,  and 
volimtarily  waived  the  presence  of 
counsel;  or 

(2)  The  represented  person  has 
obtained  substitute  counsel,  and 
substitute  counsel  has  consented  to  the 
communication  or  the  commimication 
is  otherwise  permitted  under  these 
rules. 

(f)  Initiatirm  of  communication  by 
represented  person:  undercover 
communications.  The  represented 
person  initiates  the  communication 
with  a  cooperating  witness;  provided, 
however,  that  the  cooperating  witness 
may  not  deliberately  elicit  admissiims 
from  the  represented  person  concerning 
the  pending  civil  law  enforcement 
proceeding. 

(g)  Imminent  threat  to  safety  or  life. 
The  attcMney  for  the  government 
reasonably  believes  ^at  there  is  an 
imminent  threat  to  the  safety  or  life  of 
any  person;  the  purpose  of  the 
communication  is  to  obtain  information 
to  protect  against  the  risk  of  serious 
injury  or  death;  and  the  communication 
is  reasonably  necessary  to  protect 
against  such  risk. 

f  77.12  Other  dvU  matters. 

Nothing  in  this  part  is  intended  or 
shall  be  construed  to  limit  the  right  or 
ability  of  attorneys  for  the  government, 
when  condiKrting  civil  investigations  or 
proceedings  not  involving  civil  law 
enforcement,  to  communicate  with 
represented  persons  when  otherwise 
permitted  by  law. 

S  77.1 3  Organizations  and  employees. 

This  section  applies  when  the 
commimication  involves  a  former  or 
current  employee  of  an  organization, 
and  the  subject  matter  of  the 
communication  relates  to  the  business 
or  affairs  of  the  organization. 

(a)  Communications  with  former 
employees;  organizational 
representation.  A  communication  with  a 
former  employee  of  an  organization 
which  is  represented  by  ::ounsel  shall 
not  be  considered  to  be  a 
communication  with  the  organization 
for  purposes  of  this  part. 
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(b)  Communications  with  current 
employees:  organizational 
representation.  (1)  A  communication 
with  a  current  employee  of  an 
organization  whitm  is  represented  by 
counsel  shall  be  considered  to  be  a 
communication  with  the  organization 
for  purposes  of  these  rules  only  if: 

(1)  The  employee  is  a  controlling 
in^vidual,  as  defined  in  %  77.13(c);  and 

(ii)  Such  controlling  individual  is  not 
represented  by  separate  counsel  with 
respect  to  the  subject  matter  of  the 
communication. 

(2)  Nothing  in  this  section  is  intended 
or  shall  be  construed  to  prohibit 
communications  with  a  current 
employee  of  an  organization  that  are 
otherwise  permitt^  under  this  part. 

(c)  Definition:  controlling  individual. 
For  purposes  of  this  part,  a  "controlling 
individual"  is  a  oirrent  employee  who 
has  the  authority  to  make  binding 
decisions  concerning  the  representation 
of  the  organization  by  counsel. 

(d)  Communications  with  former  or 
current  employees:  individual 
representation.  A  communication  with  a 
former  or  current  employee  of  an 
organization  who  is  individually 
represented  hy  counsel  may  occiir  only 
to  the  extent  otherwise  permitted  by  this 
part. 

(e)  Initiation  of  communication  by 
unrepresented  controlling  individual. 
Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of 
this  part,  an  attorney  for  the  government 
may  communicate  with  a  controlling 
individual  who  is  not  individually 
represented  as  to  the  subject  matter  of 
the  communication  when  the 
controlling  individual  initiates  the 
communication. 

(f)  Multiple  representation.  Nothing  in 
this  section  is  intended  or  shall  be 
construed  to  afiect  the  requirements  of 
Rule  44(c)  of  the  Federal  Rules  of 
Criminal  Procedure  (28  U.S.C 
Appendix),  or  to  permit  the  multiple 
representation  of  an  organization  and 
any  of  its  employees,  or  the  multiple 
representation  of  more  than  one  such 


employee,  if  such  representation  is 
prohibited  by  any  applicable  law  or  rule 
of  attorney  ethics. 

177.14  ParalM  Inveetigationa  and 
pfOcaacHnga. 

(a)  Criminal  enforcement 
communications  during  pending  civil 
law  enforcement  procee^ngs. 
attorney  for  the  government  who  is 
participating  in  a  criminal  investigation 
or  proceeding  may  commimicate,  or 
cause  another  to  communicate,  with  a 
represented  person  concerning  the 
subject  matter  of  the  representation  after 
the  commencement  of  a  civil  law 
enforcement  proceeding  by  the  United 
States  against  the  represented  person  if 
the  communication  is  permitt^  under 
§S  77.5  or  77.7. 

(b)  Civil  law  enforcement 
communications  during  pending 
criminal  enforcement  proceedings.  An 
attorney  for  the  government  is 
participating  in  a  dvil  law  enforcement 
investigation  or  proceeding  may 
communicate,  or  cause  another  to 
communicate,  with  a  represented 
person  concerning  the  subject  matter  of 
the  representation  after  the  attachment 
of  the  Sixth  Amendment  right  to 
counsel  of  the  represented  person  if  the 
communication  is  permitted  under 

§§  77.9  or  77.11  and: 

(1)  The  commimication  does  not 
involve  the  subject  matter  of  the 
pendiim  criminal  charges;  or 

(2)  The  commimication  involves  the 
subject  matter  of  the  pending  criminal 
charges,  and  one  or  more  of  the 
following  circumstances  exist: 

(i)  Counsel  for  the  represented  person 
in  the  pending  criminal  proceeding  has 
been  given  prior  notice  of  the 
communication  and  consents  to  the 
communication; 

(ii)  The  communication  is  made 
pursuant  to  discovery  procedures  or 
judicial  or  administrative  process;  or 

(iii)  An  attorney  for  the  government 
who  is  participating  in  the  prosecution 
of  the  pending  criminal  proceeding 
takes  part  in,  directs,  supervises,  or 


approves  the  communication,  and  the 
communication  is  permitted  in  the 
criminal  proceeding  imder  $  77.7. 

f  77.15  Enforcement  of  rules. 

Allegations  of  violations  of  this  part 
shall  be  investigated  by  the  Office  of 
Professional  Responsibility  of  the 
Department  of  Justice,  and  shall  be 
addressed  where  appropriate  as  matters 
of  attorney  discipline  by  the 
Department.  This  part  is  not  intended  to 
and  do  not  create  substantive  rights  on 
behalf  of  criminal  or  dvil  defendants, 
targets  or  subjects  of  investigations, 
witnesses,  counsel  for  represented 
persons,  or  any  other  person  other  than 
an  attorney  for  the  government,  end 
shall  not  be  a  basis  for  dismissing 
criminal  or  civil  charges  or  proceedings 
against  represented  persons  or  for 
excluding  relevant  evidence  in  any 
proceeding  in  any  court  of  the  United 
States. 

§  77.1 6  Relationship  to  state  and  local 
regulation. 

Communications  with  represented 
persons  pursuant  to  this  part  are 
intended  to  constitute  commimications 
that  are  "authorized  by  law"  within  the 
meaning  of  Rule  4.2  of  the  American  Bar 
Assodation  Model  Rules  of  Professional 
Conduct,  DR  7-104(A)(l)  of  the  ABA 
Code  of  Professional  Responsibility,  and 
analogous  state  and  local  federal  court 
rules.  (Copies  of  tha^ABA  Model  Rule 
are  available  through  Order  Fulfillment 
Office,  American  Bar  Assodation,  750 
North  Lake  Shore  Drive,  Chicago,  IL 
60611.)  This  part  is  further  intended  to 
govern  the  condud  of  attorneys  for  the 
government  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties  to  the  extent  that  state  and  local 
laws  or  rules  are  inconsistent  with  this 
part. 

Dated:  July  14, 1993. 

Janet  Reno, 

Attorney  General. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17270  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  4410-01-M 
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OFRCE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

Cost  Principles  for  Educational 
Institutions 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget. 

ACTION:  Final  revisions  to  Circular  A-21. 

SUMMARY:  This  revision  implements  the 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget’s 
(OMB’s)  previously  stated  intention  to 
revise  Circular  A-21,  “Cost  Principles 
for  Educational  Institutions.” 

DATES:  The  revisions  to  the  Circular 
shall  be  implemented  for  the 
establishment  of  indirect  cost  rates  for 
all  fiscal  years  beginning  on  or  after 
January  1, 1994.  Earlier  implementation 
is  encouraged. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Jack 
Sheehan,  Financial  Standards  and 
Reporting  Branch,  Office  of  Federal 
Financial  Management,  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (telephone: 
202-395-3993). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

A.  Background 

A  notice  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  December  9, 1992  (57  FR 
58394)  requesting  comments  on 
proposed  revisions  to  OMB  Circular  A- 
21,  “Cost  Principles  for  Educational 
Institutions.” 

Interested  parties  were  invited  to 
submit  comments.  Over  150  comments 
were  received  from  Federal  agencies, 
universities,  professional  organizations 
and  others.  All  comments  were 
considered  in  developing  this  final 
revision. 

The  following  section  presents  a 
summary  of  the  major  comments, 
grouped  by  subject,  and  a  response  to 
each  comment,  including  a  description 
of  changes  made  as  a  result  of  the 
comment.  Other  changes  have  been 
made  to  increase  clarity  and  readability. 

B.  Comments  and  Responses 

University  Research 

Comment:  Many  commenters 
suggested  replacing  “or”  with  “and”  in 
the  phrase  “budgeted  or  accounted”  for 
clarification. 

Response:  The  phrase  has  been 
modified  as  recommended. 

Comment:  Several  commenters 
objected  to  the  inclusion  of  university 
research  in  the  definition  of  organized 
research. 

Response:  The  proposed  redefinition 
has  not  been  changed.  University 
supported  research  is  normally 
performed  in  the  same  environment  and 
benefits  from  the  same  support  activities 


as  does  sponsored  research  and 
therefore  should  be  included  as  a  part 
of  organized  research. 

Depreciation  and  Use  Allowances 

Comment:  A  number  of  commenters 
objected  to  the  proposed  allocation 
methods  to  be  used  in  allocating 
expenses  for  jointly  used  space  given 
the  proposed  elimination  of  the 
predominant  use  concept. 

Response:  The  proposed  language  has 
been  modified  to  allow  more  discrete 
costing  of  jointly  used  space,  and  tha 
predominant  use  concept  has  been 
eliminated. 

Departmental  Administration  Expenses 

Comments:  Numerous  commenters 
objected  to  the  proposal  based  on  the 
perception  that  it  required  that  clerical 
and  administrative  staff  be  charged 
indirectly  in  all  cases.  The  commenters 
particularly  objected  to  charging  these 
expenses  indirectly  on  major  projects. 

Response:  The  proposal  was  amended 
to  permit  direct  charging  of  these 
expenses  in  certain  circumstances. 

The  Distribution  Basis 
Comment:  A  number  of  commenters 
objected  to  the  proposed  definition  of 
modified  total  direct  costs  because  the 
proposed  list  of  exclusions  did  not 
allow  for  exertions. 

Response:  uie  proposed  language  has 
been  clarified  and  expanded  to  allow  for 
exceptions  where  a  significant  inequity 
would  result. 

Predetermined  Rates 

Comment:  A  number  of  commenters 
requested  clarification  on  when  the  use 
of  provisional  rates  or  fixed  rates  and 
carry-forward  provisions  would  be 
appropriate. 

Response:  The  proposed  language  was 
revised  to  clarify  the  issue. 

Comment:  Several  commenters 
requested  clarification  regarding  the 
proposed  language  concerning  the 
definition  and  use  of  provisional 
indirect  cost  rates. 

Response:  The  proposed  language  has 
been  expanded  to  more  clearly  depict 
provisional  and  final  rates  and  the 
associated  administrative  processes. 

Fringe  Benefits 

Comments:  A  number  of  commenters 
perceived  that  the  proposed  language 
would  require  the  development  of 
multiple  ^nge  benefit  rates. 

Response:  The  Circular  has  always 
required  the  development  of  separate 
fringe  benefit  rates  where  benefits  for 
varying  classes  of  employees  vary 
significantly. 

Comment:  Institutions  that  are 
currently  charging  tuition  remission 


through  an  employee  fringe  benefit  rate 
commented  that  inequities  might  arise 
during  the  conversion  period  to  direct 
charging  of  tuition  remission. 

Response:  For  those  institutions 
which  currently  charge  tuition 
remission  through  the  fringe  benefit 
rate,  the  cognizant  agencies  are 
permitted  to  adjust  the  distribution  base 
to  preclude  inequities  during  the 
conversion  period  to  direct  barging  of 
tuition  remission. 

Insurance  and  Indemnification 
Comment:  Several  commenters 
objected  to  charging  these  costs  directly 
and  to  the  manner  proposed  for  the 
assignment  of  these  costs. 

Response:  OMB  believes  these  costs 
should  be  directly  charged.  The 
proposed  procedure  for  assigning  these 
costs  has  ^en  changed  to  allow  for  a 
more  accurate  assignment  of  these  costs 
based  on  the  individual  circumstances. 

Tuition  Remission 
Comment:  A  number  of  comments 
received  concerning  the  proposed 
phase-in  period  for  the  direct  charging 
of  tuition  remission. 

Response:  With  respect  to  institutions 
that  currently  are  authorized  to  finance 
tuition  remission  for  graduate  research 
assistants  through  the  institution-wide 
fringe-benefit  pool,  that  authorization 
will  expire  on  September  30, 1997. 
Effective  with  the  date  of  issuance  of 
this  revision  of  Circular  A-21,  all 
proposals  that  include  budget  periods 
beginning  after  September  30, 1997,  and 
that  request  funds  for  tuition  expenses 
for  reseeirch  assistants  for  one  or  more 
of  the  budget  periods  beginning  after 
September  30, 1997,  must  treat  the 
proposed  tuition  expenses  for  those 
budget  periods  as  a  direct  cost  in 
accordance  with  Section  J.41.b  of 
Circular  A-21.  In  such  cases, 
appropriate  adjustments  will  be  taken 
into  account  when  establishing 
applicable  indirect  cost  and  fringe 
benefit  rates  for  periods  covering  the 
fiscal  years  involved. 

Other  Items 

Finalization  of  proposals  to  revise 
Equipment  and  other  capital 
expenditures  and  Sabbatical  leave  costs 
have  been  deferred  pending  further 
study  and  data  analysis. 

C.  Additional  Information 

Adoption  of  the  Cost  Accounting 
Standards  Board's  Rules 

The  Cost  Accounting  Standards  Board 
(CASB)  has  published  three  Federal 
Register  (FR)  Notices  requesting  public 
comments  from  interested  parties 
concerning  the  proposed  application  of 
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the  Board’s  rules,  regulations  and 
Standards  to  educational  institutions, 

i.e..  a  Staff  Discussion  Paper  on  October 

8. 1991  (56  FR  50737),  an  Advance 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking  on  June 

2. 1992  (57  FR  23189),  and  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rulemaking  on  December  21, 
1992  (57  FR  60503). 

The  CASH  is  now  preparing  a  final 
rule  to  apply  certain  Cost  Accounting 
Standards  (CAS)  to  educational 
institutions  receiving  negotiated 
contract  awards  in  excess  of  $500,000. 

In  addition,  the  Board’s  final  rule  will 
require  major  recipients  of  Federal 
research  funds  to  formally  disclose  their 
cost  accounting  practices.  The  filing  of 
required  Disclosure  Statements  will  be 
phased-in  during  a  special  transition 
period. 

0MB  is  aware  that  a  number  of 
commenters  recommended  that  a  single 
rule  be  established  to  implement  the 
Board’s  requirements.  Such  commenters 
believed  that  two  sets  of  rules,  i.e.. 
Circular  A-21  and  CAS  rules,  may 
result  in  potential  conflicts  and  thereby 
unnecessarily  increase  administrative 
costs.  The  Board  under  its  independent 
rulemaking  authority  has  concluded 
that  the  Board’s  rules  must  be 
promulgated  independently. 

However,  in  developing  the  unique 
CAS  provisions  for  application  to 
educational  institutions,  the  Board 
proceeded  with  the  understanding  that 
its  rules  would  be  incorporated  in  the 
Circular.  The  Board’s  objective  was  to 
establish  provisions  that  would,  once 
incorporated  in  Circular  A-21,  result  in 
greater  consistency  and  uniformity  in 
the  cost  accoimting  practices  followed 
by  educational  institutions  under  all 
Federal  awards. 

Consistent  with  the  Board’s  stated 
expectations,  0MB  plans,  in  the  near 
future,  to  extend  the  CASB’s  regulations 
and  Standards  applicable  to  educational 
institutions  to  all  awards  (contracts  and 
grants)  made  to  institutions  that  are 
major  recipients  of  Federal  research 
funds. 

John  B.  Arthur, 

Assistant  Director  for  Administration. 

Circular  No.  A-21,  Revised  Transmittal 
Memorandum  No.  5 

To  the  Heads  of  Executive  Departments 
and  Establishments;  Subject:  Cost  Principles 
for  Educational  Institutions. 

This  transmittal  memorandum  revises 
0MB  Circular  No.  A-21,  “Cost  Principles  for 
Educational  Institutions.”  This  revision 
further  clarifies  and  standardizes  the 
Circular's  principles  for  determining  costs 
applicable  to  grants,  contracts,  and  other 
agreements  with  educational  institutions. 

The  revisions  to  the  Circular  shall  be 
implemented  with  the  establishment  of 
indirect  cost  rates  for  all  fiscal  years 


4.  A  new  Section  F.l.  Definition  of 
Facilities  and  Administration  is  added  to 
read  as  follows: 


beginning  on  ot  after  January  1, 1994.  Earlier 
implementation  is  encouraged. 

Leon  E.  Panetta, 

Director. 

The  following  are  revisions  to  Sections  B, 

C,  D,  P.  G,  H,  and  J  of  the  Attachment  to 
Circular  A-21: 

1.  Section  B.l.b.(2)  University  Research  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

(2)  University  research  means  all  research 
and  development  activities  that  are 
separately  budgeted  and  accounted  for  by  the 
institution  under  an  internal  application  of 
institutional  funds.  University  research,  for 
purposes  of  this  document,  s^ll  be 
combined  with  sponsored  research  under  the 
function  of  organized  research. 

2.  A  new  subsection  d.  is  added  to  Section 
C.4.  Allocable  costs  to  read  as  follows; 

d.  Allocation  and  documentation  standard. 

(1)  Cost  principles.  The  recipient  institution 
is  responsible  for  ensuring  that  costs  charged 
to  a  sponsored  agreement  are  allowable, 
allocable,  and  reasonable  under  these  cost 
principles. 

(2)  Internal  controls.  The  institution’s 
financial  management  system  shall  ensure 
that  no  one  person  has  complete  control  over 
all  aspects  of  a  financial  transaction. 

(3)  Direct  cost  allocation  principles.  If  a 
cost  benefits  two  or  more  projects  or 
activities  in  proportions  that  can  be 
determined  without  undue  effort  or  cost,  the 
cost  should  be  allocated  to  the  projects  based 
on  the  proportional  benefit.  If  a  cost  benefits 
two  or  more  projects  or  activities  in 
proportions  that  cannot  be  determined 
because  of  the  interrelationship  of  the  work 
involved,  then,  notwithstanding  subsection 
C4.b.,  the  costs  may  be  allocated  or 
transferred  to  benefited  projects  on  any 
reasonable  basis,  consistent  with  d.(l)  and 

(2) . 

(4)  Documentation.  Federal  requirements 
for  documentation  are  specified  in  this 
Qrcular,  Circular  A-110,  and  specific  agency 
policies  on  cost  transfers.  If  the  institution 
authorizes  the  principal  investigator  or  other 
individual  to  have  primary  responsibility, 
given  the  requirements  of  d.(2),  for  the 
management  of  sponsored  agreement  funds, 
then  the  institution’s  documentation 
requirements  for  the  actions  of  those 
individuals  (e.g.,  signature  or  initials  of  the 
principal  investigator  or  designee  or  use  of  a 
password)  will  normally  be  considered 
sufilcient. 

3.  Section  D.l.  Direct  costs — General  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

1.  General.  Direct  costs  are  those  costs  that 
can  be  identified  specifically  with  a 
particular  sponsored  project,  an  instructional 
activity,  or  any  other  institutional  activity,  or 
that  can  be  directly  assigned  to  such 
activities  relatively  easily  with  a  high  degree 
of  accuracy.  Costs  incurred  for  the  same 
purpose  in  like  circumstances  must  be 
treated  consistently  as  either  direct  or 
indirect  costs.  Where  an  institution  treats  a 
particular  type  of  cost  as  a  direct  cost  of 
sponsored  agreements,  all  costs  incurred  for 
the  same  purpose  in  like  circumstances  shall 
be  treated  as  direct  costs  of  all  activities  of 
the  institution. 


1.  Definition  of  Facilities  and 
Administration.  Indirect  costs  are  classified 
within  two  broad  categories:  "Facilities”  and 
“Administration.”  “Facilities”  is  defined  as 
depreciation  and  use  allowances,  interest  on 
debt  associated  with  certain  buildings, 
equipment  and  capital  improvements, 
operations  and  maintenance  expenses,  and 
library  expenses.  "Administration”  is 
defined  as  general  administration  and  general 
expenses;  departmental  administration; 
sponsored  projects  administration;  student 
administration  and  services;  and  all  other 
types  of  expenditures  not  listed  specifically 
under  one  of  the  subcategories  of  Facilities 
(including  cross  allocations  from  other 
pools). 

5.  Previously  numbered  Section  F.l. 
Depreciation  and  use  allowances  is 
renumbered  F.2.  and  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

2.  Depreciation  and  use  allowances,  a.  ’The 
expenses  under  this  heading  are  the  portion 
of  the  costs  of  the  institution’s  buildings, 
capital  improvements  to  land  and  buildings, 
and  equipment  which  are  computed  in 
accordance  with  Section  J.12. 

b.  In  the  absence  of  the  alternatives 
provided  for  in  Section  E.2.d.,  the  expenses 
included  in  this  category  shall  be  allocated 
in  the  following  manner 

(1)  Depreciation  or  use  allowances  on 
buildings  used  exclusively  in  the  conduct  of 
a  single  function,  and  on  capital 
improvements  and  equipment  used  in  such 
buildings,  shall  be  assigned  to  that  function. 

(2)  Depreciation  or  use  allowances  on 
buildings  used  for  more  than  one  function, 
and  on  capital  improvements  and  equipment 
used  in  such  buildings,  shall  be  allocated  to 
the  individual  functions  performed  in  each 
building  on  the  basis  of  usable  square  feet  of 
space,  excluding  common  areas  such  as 
hallways,  stairwells,  and  rest  rooms. 

(3)  Diepreciation  or  use  allowances  on 
buildings,  capital  improvements  and 
equipment  related  to  space  (e.g.,  individual 
rooms,  laboratories)  u^  jointly  by  more 
than  one  function  (as  determined  by  the 
users  of  the  sp>ace)  shall  be  treated  as  follows. 
The  cost  of  each  jointly  used  unit  of  space 
shall  be  allocated  to  the  benefiting  functions 
on  the  basis  of: 

(a)  the  employee  FTEs  or  salaries  and 
wages  of  those  individual  functions 
benefiting  from  the  use  of  that  space;  or 

(b)  institution-wide  employee  FTEs  or 
salaries  and  wages  applicable  to  the 
benefiting  Major  Fimctions  (see  B.l)  of  the 
institution. 

(4)  Depreciation  or  use  allowances  on 
certain  capital  improvements  to  land,  such  as 
paved  parking  areas,  fences,  sidewalks,  and 
the  like,  not  included  in  the  cost  of  buildings, 
shall  be  allocated  to  user  categories  of 
students  and  employees  on  a  full-time 
equivalent  basis.  The  amount  allocated  to  the 
student  category  shall  be  assigned  to  the 
instruction  fonction  of  the  Institution.  The 
amount  allocated  to  the  employee  category 
shall  be  further  allocated  to  the  major 
functions  of  the  institution  in  proportion  to 
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the  salaries  and  wages  of  all  eniplt>yee8 
applicable  to  those  functions. 

6.  Previously  numbered  Section  F.2. 
Operadon  and  maintenance  expenses  is 
reaundwred  F.4.  and  revised  to  reed  as 
follows: 

4.  Operation  and  maintenance  expenses,  a. 
The  expenses  undm*  this  heading  are  those 
that  have  been  incurred  for  the 
administration,  supervision,  operation, 
maintenance,  {ueservation,  and  protection  of 
the  institution's  physical  plant  They  iiudude 
expenses  normally  incurr^  for  such  items  as 
janitorial  and  utility  services;  repairs  and 
ordinary  w  normal  alterations  of  buildings, 
furniture  and  equipment;  care  of  grounds; 
maintenance  and  operation  of  buildings  and 
other  plant  focilitiea;  security;  earthquake 
and  disaster  preparedness;  envinMunental 
safety;  hazardous  waste  disposal;  property, 
liability  and  all  other  insurance  relating  to 
property;  space  and  capital  leasing:  facility 
planning  and  management;  and,  central 
receiving.  The  operation  and  maintenance 
expense  category  should  also  include  its 
allocable  share  of  fringe  benefit  costs, 
depreciation  and  use  allowances,  and  interest 
costs. 

b.  In  the  absence  of  the  alternatives 
provided  for  in  Section  E.2.d.,  the  expenses 
included  in  this  category  shall  be  allocated 
in  the  same  manner  as  described  in  Section 
F.2.b.  for  depreciation  and  use  allowances. 

7.  A  new  Section  F.3.  Interest  is  added  to 
road  as  follows: 

3.  Interest.  Interest  on  debt  associated  with 
certain  buildings,  equipment  and  capital 
Improvements,  as  defined  in  Section  j.22.e., 
shall  be  classifred  as  an  expenditure  under 
the  category  Facilities.  These  costs  shall  be 
allocated  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
depreciation  or  use  allowances  on  the 
buildings,  equipment  aird  capital 
improvements  to  which  the  interest  relates. 

8.  Previously  niunbered  Section  F.3. 
General  administration  and  general  expenses 
is  renumbered  F.5.  and  revisikl  to  read  as 
follows: 

5.  General  administration  and  general 
expenses,  a.  The  expenses  under  this  heading 
are  those  that  have  been  incurred  for  the 
general  executive  and  administrative  offices 
of  educational  institutions  and  other  expense 
of  a  general  character  which  do  not  relate 
solely  to  any  major  function  of  the 
institution,  i.e.,  solely  to  (1)  instruction,  (2) 
organized  research,  (3)  other  sponsored 
activities,  or  (4)  other  institutional  activitiA. 
The  general  administration  and  general 
expense  category  should  also  include  its 
allocable  share  of  fringe  benefrt  costs, 
operation  and  maintenance  expense, 
depreciation  and  use  allowances,  and  interest 
costs.  Examples  of  general  administration 
and  general  expenses  include;  those  expenses 
incurred  by  administrative  offices  that  serve 
the  entire  university  system  of  which  the 
institution  is  a  part;  central  offices  of  the 
institution  such  as  the  President's  or 
Chancellor's  office,  the  offices  for  institution¬ 
wide  financial  management,  business 
services,  budget  and  planning,  personnel 
management,  and  satety  and  risk 
management;  the  office  of  the  General 
Counsel,  and,  the  operations  of  the  central 


administrative  management  information 
systems.  General  administration  and  general 
expenses  shall  not  include  expenses  incurred 
within  non-university-wide  deans'  offices, 
academic  departments,  organized  research 
units,  or  similar  organizational  units.  (See 
Section  F.6.,  Departmental  administration 
expenses.) 

b.  In  the  absence  of  the  alternatives 
provided  for  in  Section  E.2.d..  the  expenses 
included  in  this  category  shall  be  grouped 
frrst  according  to  common  major  fonctions  of 
the  institution  to  which  they  render  services 
or  provide  benefits.  The  aggregate  expenses 
of  each  group  shall  then  be  allocated  to 
serviced  or  iMnefitted  functions  on  the 
modified  total  cost  basis.  Modified  total  costs 
consist  of  the  same  cost  elements  as  those  in 
Section  G.2.  When  an  activity  included  in 
this  indirect  cost  category  provides  a  service 
or  product  to  another  institution  or 
organization,  an  appropriate  adjustment  must 
be  made  to  either  the  expenses  or  the  basis 
of  allocation  or  both,  to  assure  a  proper 
allocation  of  costs. 

9.  Previously  niunbered  Section  F.4. 
Departmental  administration  expenses  is 
renumbered  F.6.  and  previously  numbered 
subsection  b.  is  renumbered  c.  and  a  new 
subsection  b.  is  added  to  read  as  follows: 

6.  Departmental  administration  expenses. 

b.  In  developing  the  departmental 
administration  cost  pool,  special  care  should 
be  exercised  to  ensure  that  costs  incurred  for 
the  same  piupose  in  like  circumstances  are 
treated  consistently  as  either  direct  or 
indirect  costs.  For  example,  salaries  of 
technical  staff,  laboratory  supplies  (e.g., 
chemicals),  telephone  toll  charges,  animals, 
animal  care  costs,  computer  costs,  travel 
costs,  and  specialized  shop  costs  shall  be 
treated  as  direct  cost  wherever  identifiable  to 
a  particular  cost  objective.  Direct  charging  of 
these  costs  may  be  accomplished  through 
specific  identification  of  individual  costs  to 
benefiting  cost  objectives,  or  through 
recharge  centers  or  specialized  service 
facilities,  as  appropriate  under  the 
circumstances.  The  salaries  of  administrative 
and  clerical  staff  should  normally  be  treated 
as  indirect  costs.  Direct  charging  of  these 
costs  may  be  appropriate  where  a  major 
project  or  activity  explicitly  budgets  for 
administrative  or  clerical  services  and 
individuals  involved  can  be  specifically 
identified  with  the  project  or  activity.  Items 
such  as  office  supplies,  postage,  local 
telephone  costs,  and  memberships  shall 
normally  be  treated  as  indirect  costs. 

c.  In  the  absence  of  the  alternatives 
provided  for  in  Section  E.2.d.,  the  expenses 
included  in  this  category  shall  be  allocated 
as  follows: 

(1)  The  administrative  expenses  of  the 
dean's  office  of  each  college  and  school  shall 
be  allocated  to  the  academic  departments 
within  that  college  or  school  on  the  modified 
total  cost  basis. 

(2)  The  administrative  expenses  of  each 
academic  department,  and  the  department’s 
share  of  the  expenses  allocated  in  (1)  shall  be 
allocated  to  the  appropriate  functions  of  the 
department  on  the  modified  total  cost  basis. 

10.  Section  G.2.  The  distribution  basis  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 


2.  The  distribution  basis.  Indirect  costs 
shall  be  distributed  to  applicable  sponsored 
agreements  and  other  bmefiting  activities 
within  each  Major  Function  (see  B.1)  on  the 
basis  of  modified  total  direct  costs,  consisting 
of  all  salaries  and  wages,  fringe  benefits, 
materials  and  supplies,  service,  travel,  and 
subgrants  and  sub^ntracts  up  to  the  first 
$25,000  of  each  subgrant  or  subcontract 
(regardless  of  the  p^od  covered  by  the 
subgrant  or  subcontract).  Equipment,  capital 
expenditures,  charges  for  patient  care  and 
tuition  remission,  rental  costs,  scholarships, 
and  fellowships  as  well  as  the  portion  of  each 
subgrant  and  subcontract  in  excess  of 
$25,000  shall  be  excluded  from  modified 
total  direct  costs.  Other  items  may  only  be 
excluded  where  necessary  to  avoid  a  serious 
inequity  in  the  distribution  of  indirect  costs. 
For  this  purpose,  an  indirect  cost  rate  should 
be  determined  for  each  of  the  separate 
indirect  cost  pools  developed  pursuant  to 
G.l.  The  rate  in  each  case  should  be  stated 
as  the  percentage  which  the  amount  of  the 
particular  indirect  cost  pool  is  of  the 
modified  total  direct  costs  identified  with 
such  pool. 

11.  Section  number  G.4.  Predetermined 
fixed  rates  for  indirect  costs  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

4.  Predetermined  rates  for  indirect  costs. 
Public  Law  87-638  (76  Stat.  437)  authorizes 
the  use  of  predetermined  rates  in 
determining  the  indirect  costs  applicable 
under  research  agreements  with  Vocational 
institutions.  The  stated  objectives  of  the  law 
are  to  simplify  the  administration  of  cost- 
type  research  and  development  contracts 
(including  grants)  with  educational 
institutions,  to  facilitate  the  preparation  of 
their  budgets,  and  to  permit  more 
expeditious  closeout  of  such  contracts  when 
the  work  is  completed.  In  view  of  the 
potential  advantages  offered  by  this 
procedure,  negotiation  of  predetermined 
rates  for  indirrct  costs  for  a  period  of  two  to 
four  years  should  be  the  norm  in  those 
situations  where  the  cost  experience  and 
other  pertinent  facts  available  are  deemed 
sufficient  to  enable  the  parties  involved  to 
reach  an  informed  judgment  as  to  the 
probable  level  of  indirect  costs  during  the 
ensuing  accounting  periods. 

12.  A  new  Section  G.6.  Provisional  and 
final  rates  for  indirect  costs  is  added  to  read 
as  follows; 

6.  Provisional  and  final  rates  for  indirect 
costs.  Where  the  cognizant  agency 
determines  that  cost  experience  and  other 
pertinent  facts  do  not  justify  the  use  of 
predetermined  rates,  or  a  fixed  rate  with  a 
carry-forward,  or  if  the  parties  cannot  agree 
on  an  equitable  rate,  a  provisional  rate  shall 
be  established.  To  prevent  substantial 
overpayment  or  underpayment,  the 
provisional  rate  may  be  adjusted  by  the 
cognizant  agency  during  the  institution’s 
fiscal  year.  Predetermined  or  fixed  rates  may 
replace  provisional  rates  at  any  time  prior  to 
the  close  of  the  institutions  fiscal  year.  If  a 
provisional  rate  is  not  replaced  by  a 
predetermined  or  fixed  rate  prior  to  the  end 
of  the  institution’s  fiscal  year,  a  final  rate  will 
be  established  and  upwaV  or  downward 
adjustments  will  be  made  based  on  the  actual 
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allowable  costs  incurred  for  the  period 
involved. 

13.  Previously  niunbered  Section  G.6. 
Limitation  on  reimbursement  of 
administrative  costs  is  renumbered  G.7.  and 
G.7.a.  is  revised  to  read  as  follows; 

7.  Limitation  on  reimbursement  of 
administrative  costs,  a.  Notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  G.l.a.,  the  administrative  costs 
charged  to  sponsored  agreements  awarded  or 
amended  (including  continuation  and 
renewal  awards)  with  effective  dates 
beginning  on  or  after  the  start  of  the 
institution’s  first  fiscal  year  which  begins  on 
or  after  October  1, 1991,  shall  be  limited  to 
26%  of  modified  total  direct  costs  (as  defined 
in  Section  G.2.)  for  the  total  of  General 
Administration  and  General  Expenses, 
Departmental  Administration,  Sponsored 
Projects  Administration,  and  Student 
Administration  and  Services  (including  their 
allocable  share  of  depreciation  and/or  use 
allowances,  interest  costs,  operation  and 
maintenance  expenses,  and  fringe  benefrts 
costs  as  provided  by  Sections  F.5.,  F.6.,  F.7., 
and  F.9.)  and  all  other  types  of  expenditures 
not  listed  specifically  under  one  of  the 
subcategories  of  facilities  in  Section  F. 

14.  A  new  Section  G.8.  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

8.  Alternative  method  for  administrative 
costs,  a.  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of 
Section  G.l.a.,  an  institution  may  elect  to 
claim  a  fixed  allowance  for  the 
“Administration”  portion  of  indirect  costs. 
The  allowance  could  be  either  24%  of 
modifred  total  direct  costs  or  a  percentage 
equal  to  95%  of  the  most  recently  negotiated 
fixed  or  predetermined  rate  for  the  cost  pools 
included  under  “Administration”  as  defined 
in  Section  F.I.,  whichever  is  less,  provided 
that  no  accounting  or  cost  allocation  changes 
with  the  effects  described  in  Section  G.7.d 
have  occurred.  Under  this  alternative,  no  cost 
proposal  need  be  prepared  for  the 


"Administration”  portion  of  the  indirect  cost 
rate  nor  is  further  identification  or 
documentation  of  these  costs  required  (but 
see  subsection  c.).  Where  a  negotiated 
indirect  cost  agreement  includes  this 
alternative,  an  institution  shall  make  no 
further  charges  for  the  expenditure  categories 
described  in  Sections  F.5.,  F.6.,  F.7,  and  F.9. 

b.  In  negotiations  of  rates  for  subsequent 
periods,  an  institution  that  has  elected  the 
option  of  Section  G.8.a.  may  continue  to 
exercise  it  at  the  same  rate  without  further 
identification  or  documentation  of  costs, 
provided  that  no  accounting  or  cost 
allocation  changes  with  the  effects  described 
in  Section  G.7.a.  have  occurred. 

c.  If  an  institution  elects  to  accept  a 
threshold  rate,  it  is  not  required  to  perform 

a  detailed  analysis  of  its  administrative  costs. 
However,  in  order  to  compute  the  facilities 
components  of  its  indirect  cost  rate,  the 
institution  must  reconcile  its  indirect  cost 
proposal  to  its  financial  statements  and  make 
appropriate  adjustments  and  reclassifrcations 
to  identify  the  costs  of  each  major  function 
as  defined  in  B.I.,  as  well  as  to  identify  and 
allocate  the  facilities  components. 
Administrative  costs  that  are  not  identified  as 
such  by  the  institution’s  accounting  system 
(such  as  those  incurred  in  academic 
departments]  will  be  classified  as 
instructional  costs  for  purposes  of 
reconciling  indirect  cost  proposals  to 
frnancial  statements  and  allocating  facilities 
costs. 

15.  Previously  numbered  section  G.7. 
Individual  Rate  Components  is  renumbered 
G.9. 

16.  Section  H.l.  Simplified  method  for 
small  institutions  is  revis^  as  follows; 

1.  General,  a.  Where  the  total  direct  cost  of 
work  covered  by  this  Circular  at  an 
institution  does  not  exceed  $10  million  in  a 
fiscal  year,  the  use  of  the  simplified 
procedure  described  in  subsection  2.,  may  be 
used  in  determining  allowable  indirect  costs. 


Under  this  simplifred  procedure,  the 
institution’s  most  recent  annual  financial 
report  and  immediately  available  supporting 
information  with  salaries  and  wages 
segregated  frum  other  costs,  will  ^  utilized 
as  a  basis  for  determining  the  indirect  cost 
rate  applicable  to  all  sponsored  agreements. 

17.  Section  ).8.f.(4)  Fringe  benefits  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

f.  Fringe  benefits. 

(4)  Fringe  benefits  may  be  assigned  to  cost 
objectives  by  identifying  specifrc  benefits  to 
specifrc  individual  employees  or  by 
allocating  on  the  basis  of  institution-wide 
salaries  and  wages  of  the  employees 
receiving  the  benefits.  When  the  allocation 
method  is  used,  separate  allocations  must  be 
made  to  selective  groupings  of  employees, 
unless  the  institution  demonstrates  that  costs 
in  relationship  to  salaries  and  wages  do  not 
differ  significantly  for  different  groups  of 
employees.  Fringe  benefits  shall  be  treated  in 
the  same  manner  as  the  salaries  and  wages 
of  the  employees  receiving  the  benefits.  The 
benefits  related  to  salaries  and  wages  treated 
as  direct  costs  shall  also  be  treated  as  direct 
costs;  the  benefits  related  to  salaries  and 
wages  treated  as  indirect  costs  shall  be 
treated  as  indirect  costs. 

18.  A  new  subsection  g.  is  added  to  Section 
].21.  Insurance  and  indemnification  to  read 
as  follows: 

g.  Medical  liability  (malpractice)  insurance 
is  an  allowable  cost  of  research  programs 
only  to  the  extent  that  the  reseat  involves 
human  subjects.  Medical  liability  insurance 
costs  shall  be  treated  as  a  direct  cost  and 
shall  be  assigned  to  individual  projects  based 
on  the  manner  in  which  the  insurer  allocates 
the  risk  to  the  population  covered  by  the 
insurance. 

[FR  Doc.  93-17646  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Bonneville  Power  Administration 

Record  of  Decision  on  Water 
Management  Actions  in  the  Columbia 
River  System  To  Be  Taken  by  the 
Bonneville  Power  Administration  in 
1993  for  the  Benefit  of  Snake  River 
Salmon 

AGENCY:  Bonneville  Power 
Administration  (BPA),  DOE. 

ACTION:  Record  of  Decision  on  the  Final 
Supplemental  Environment  Impact 
Statement  (SEIS),  Interim  Columbia  and 
Snake  Rivers  Flow  Improvement 
Measures  for  Salmon. 

SUMMARY:  This  Record  of  Decision 
(ROD),  including  the  attached 
appendices,  documents  the  decision  of 
the  Bonneville  Power  Administration 
(BPA)  with  respect  to  the  operation  of 
certain  dams  and  reservoirs  in  the 
Columbia-Snake  River  system  during 
1993  and  future  years  while  a  long-term 
plan  of  action  is  developed.  This 
decision  is  the  result  of  the  evaluation 
and  analysis  within  the  entire 
administrative  record,  including  the 
"Final  Columbia  and  Snake  Rivers  Flow 
Improvement  M^ures  for  Salmon 
Supplemental  Environmental  Impact 
Statement"  (SEIS),  as  issued  on  March 
5, 1993;  the  Biological  Assessment  on 
"1993  Operations  of  the  Federal 
Columbia  River  Power  System  dated 
February  1993;  and  the  National  Marine 
Fisheries  Service  (NMFS)  Biological 
Opinion  on  "1993  Operation  of  the 
F^eral  Columbia  River  Power  System," 
dated  May  26, 1993.  BPA’s  decision  is 
designed  to  (1)  implement  the  selected 
action  describe  in  Part  VI  of  this  ROD 
and  (2)  carefully  consider  the 
conservation  measures  in  the  Biological 
Opinion.i 

The  technical  appendices  support  diis 
ROD  and  provide  constructive 
suggestions  to  both  NMFS  and  the 
NMFS  Recovery  Team,  which  is  charged 
with  crafting  a  comprehensive  recovery 
plan  for  these  species.  The  Recovery 
Team’s  draft  recommendations  and 
report  are  anticipated  to  be  released  for 
public  comment  later  this  year.  The 
suggestions  concern  (1)  the  NMFS  no 
jeopardy  standard;  (2)  empirical 
population  data;  (3)  flow  augmentation; 
(4)  biological  modeling;  (5)  salmon 
survival  and  recovery,  and  (6)  nonflow 
measures.  NMFS  is  designated  pursuant 
to  the  Endangered  Species  Act  (ESA) 
and  its  implementing  regulations  as  the 
Federal  agency  responsible  for 


1  BPA't  water  and  power  management 
reaponiibilities  are  set  forth  in  Appendix  G  to  this 
record  of  decision 


overseeing  activities  associated  with 
listings  of  anadromous  fish  as 
threatened  or  endangered  under  the 
ESA.  NMFS  has  previously  declared  the 
Snake  River  sockeye  salmon 
[Oncorhynchus  nerko)  endangered 
effective  December  20, 1991  (56  FR 
58619).  NMFS  has  also  found  the  Snake 
River  spring/summer  and  fall  chinook 
salmon  [Oncorhynchus  tshawytscha)  to 
be  a  threatened  species  effective  May 
22, 1992  (57  FR  14653).  For  these  listed 
species,  NMFS  has  also  proposed  a 
critical  habitat  designation  (57  FR 
57051).  BPA  submitted  comments  with 
biological  and  economic  information  to 
NMFS  during  this  designation  process. 

BPA  takes  this  action  pursuant  to  and 
consistent  with  its  responsibilities 
under  its  enabling  statutes,  including 
the  Bonneville  Project  Act  of  1937, 16 
U.S.C.  832,  and  the  Pacific  Northwest 
Electric  Power  Planning  and 
Conservation  Act  of  1980  (the 
Northwest  Power  Act),  16  U.S.C.  839  et 
seq.  The  ESA  requires  BPA  to  insure 
that  its  actions  are  not  likely  to 
"jeopardize  the  continued  existence  of 
the  listed  species  or  result  in  the 
destruction  or  adverse  modification  of 
the  critical  habitat."  16  U.S.C.  1536 
(a)(2).  In  order  to  carry  out  this 
responsibility,  BPA  consulted  with 
NMFS,  and  used  the  best  scientific  and 
commercial  data  available.  BPA’s 
enabling  statutes  also  direct  it  to 
provide  "an  adequate,  efficient,  and 
reliable  power  supply"  and  to  "protect, 
mitigate,  and  enhance”  anadromous  fish 
and  wildlife  to  the  extent  affected  by 
Federal  hydroelectric  projects  of  the 
Columbia  River  and  its  tributaries.  16 
U.S.C.  839  et  seq. 

In  reaching  its  decision,  BPA  has 
imdertaken  an  extensive  environmental 
evaluation  in  compliance  with  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA).  Initially,  BPA  engaged  in 
public  information  meetings  to  define 
the  issues  to  be  addressed  in  the  SEIS 
and  the  relationship  of  the  SEIS  to  other 
concurrent  and  ongoing  processes.  BPA 
prepared  the  draft  SEIS  and  circulated 
it  to  approximately  2,200  individuals  in 
October  1992.  Various  governmental 
entities  and  members  of  the  public  were 
provided  a  45-day  comment  period. 
Contemporaneously,  the  cooperating 
agencies  held  nine  public  hearings 
throughout  the  region.  The  Final  SEIS 
was  filed  with  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  on  March  5, 1993, 
and  distributed  in  full  or  in  summary  to 
approximately  2,500  individuals. 
Subsequently,  a  30-day  comment  period 
was  provided. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Roy 

B.  Fox,  Manager,  Coordination  and 


Review,  Office  of  Power  Sales,  PG, 
Bonneville  Power  Administration,  P.O. 
Box  3621,  Portland,  Oregon  97208; 
Telephone  503-230-4261.  For  a  copy  of 
the  appendices  and  additional  copies  of 
the  Record  of  Decision  on  Water 
Management  Actions  in  the  Columbia 
River  River  System,  call  800-622-4520 
or  230-3478  (Portland). 
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3.  A  relationship  between  flow  and 
survival  exists  sufficient  to  support  a 
proposed  action  reflecting  consideration 
of  flow  augmentation  alternatives 

V.  BPA  and  Action  Agencies:  Biological 

Assessment,  Consultation,  and 
Consideration  of  NMFS  Biological 
Opinion 

A.  FCRPS  Biological  Assessment:  Analysis 
and  Conclusions 

1.  Analytical  Framework 

a.  Scope  of  Analysis 

b.  Analytical  Tools  Used 

2.  Empirical  Data  Analysis 

3.  Biological  Modeling  Analysis 

a.  juvenile  Passage  Survival  Model  Results 

b.  Spawning  Escapement  Trend  Model 
Results 

4.  Conclusions 

a.  Snake  River  Sockeye  Salmon 

b.  Snake  River  Sprin^Sununer  Chinook 
Salmon 

c.  Snake  River  Fall  Chinook  Salmon 

B.  NEPA  and  Consultation  Process  with 
NMFS 

C.  Consideration  of  NMFS’  Biological 
Opinion  and  Additional 

Analysis  During  Consultation 

1.  Review  of  empirical  data 

2.  Review  of  Biological  Modeling 

a.  Analyses  Requested  By  NMFS 

(1)  Analysis  Using  NMFS  Model 
Parameters 

(2)  Early  Projections  reflecting  1993  Water 
Conditions 

(3)  Updated  Water  Projections  and 
Alternative  Operations 

b.  Evaluation  of  Additional  Analyses 
Conducted  During  Consultation 
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c.  Issues  regfU'ding  NMFS  Application  of 
Models 

3.  Use  of  Flow  to  Bene6t  Fish 

a.  Water  Volume  versus  Flow  Level 
Concepts 

b.  Effect  of  Flow  on  Smolt  Survival 

c.  improved  Flow  Management  To  Benefit 
Fish 

d.  Physical  Constraints  of  Reservoir  Storage 

e.  Impacts  To  FCRPS  of  Implementing 
Flow  Levels  in  B.O. 

f.  Summary 

4.  Review  of  Non-Flow  Measures 

a.  Introduction 

b.  Spill 

c.  Transportation 

d.  Peak  Efficiency 

e.  Predator  Control 

f.  luvenile  and  Adult  Passage 
Improvements 

5.  Standard  for  avoidance  of  jeopardy 

6.  Fishery  Management 

7.  Critical  Habitat 

VI.  Administrator's  Decision  . 

A.  Selected  Action  for  1993  and  Future 
Years 

1.  Flow-Related  Actions 

2.  Spill-Related  Actions 

3.  Non-Flow  Measvues 

B.  The  Proposed  Action  Complies  With  the 
ESA  and  Is  Consistent  With  the  FCRPS 
B.O. 

Appendices 

Appendix  A  Review  of  the  NMFS  No 
Jeopardy  Standard 
Appendix  B  Review  of  Empirical 
Population  Data 

Appendix  C  Use  of  Flow  Levels  to  Benefit 
Fish 

Appendix  D  Review  of  NMFS’ Application 
of  Biological  Models 

Appendix  E  Review  of  Fishery  Management 
Appendix  F  Review  of  NMFS’  Evaluation  of 
Non-Flow  Measures 

Appendix  G  Water  and  Power  Management 
Responsibilities 
Appendix  H  References 

II.  Background  » 

This  is  the  third  consultation  process 
under  section  7  of  the  Endangered 
Species  Act  betwreen  NMFS  and  BPA  on 
the  operation  of  the  hydrosystem. 
Previous  consultations  are  summarized 
below.  This  “background”  section 
summarizes  the  river  system  which  is 
the  subject  of  the  SEIS  and  NMFS 
Biological  Opinion,  and  describes  the 
various  roles  of  the  several  Federal. 
State,  and  Tribal  parties  who  have 
authority  and  responsibility  for  various 
facets  of  river  management,  planning  or 
other  uses. 

A.  Habitat  of  the  Listed  Species: 
Columbia  and  Snake  Rivers 

The  habitat  of  the  threatened  and 
endangered  species  which  are  the 
subject  of  this  record  includes  the 
Columbia  and  Snake  Rivers,  as  well  as 
portions  of  the  Pacific  Ocean  adjacent  to 
the  west  coasts  of  Oregon,  Washington, 
md  British  Columbia.  The  Columbia 


River  is  the  fourth  largest  river  in  North 
America.  It  originates  in  British 
Columbia.  Canada,  travels  south 
through  central  Washington,  then  west 
through  the  Columbia  River  gorge  until 
it  empties  into  the  Pacific  Ocean,  1200 
miles  fi'om  its  source.  The  Snake  River, 
a  tributary  of  the  Columbia,  originates  in 
Wyoming,  travels  through  Idaho,  and 
joins  the  Columbia  in  southeast 
Washington.  The  Columbia  River  is 
1214  miies  long:  the  Snake  River 
stretches  1,038  miles.  Together,  they 
and  other  tributaries  comprise  the 
Columbia  River  Basin  drainage,  an  area 
covering  39,500  square  miles. 

While  once  free  flowing,  the 
Columbia  and  Snake  have  since  the 
mid-1930's  been  multipurpose  rivers.  In 
their  natural  state,  significant  flooding 
occurred  and  little  transportation  of 
commercial  goods  was  possible.  For 
these  reasons,  and  to  meet  other 
purposes  such  as  irrigated  agriculture, 
recreation,  and  the  production  of  power. 
Congress  authorized  over  a  period  of 
approximately  25  years  the  construction 
of  30  dams  to  regulate  water  flow  and 
produce  electric  power.  Congress  was 
fully  aware  that  the  construction  of  the 
dams  could  have  an  adverse  afiect  on 
anadromous  fish.  It  provided  for  fish 
passage  facilities  consistent  with  the 
best  science  available  at  that  time,  and 
under  the  Mitchell  Act  and  individual 
dam  authorization  appropriated  funds 
for  the  construction  of  a  series  of 
hatcheries  to  artificially  propagate  large 
numbers  of  salmon. 

The  dams  achieved  their  purpose. 
Floods  were  controlled,  power 
production  electrified  the  Pacific 
Northwest  and  brought  industry  and 
jobs  to  the  region,  agriculture  benefited 
from  irrigation,  and  recreational 
opportunities  were  enhanced.  The 
Snake  River  dams  were  instrumental  in 
achieving  a  long  sought  goal  by  the  State 
of  Idaho  and  its  congressional 
delegation:  they  enabled  the 
construction  of  the  Port  of  Lewiston. 
Idaho  which  allowed  farmers  to  send 
their  grain  to  market  by  water  rather 
than  by  railroad,  at  considerable 
financial  savings. 

Anadromous  fish  were,  as  expected, 
adversely  impacted  although  the 
number  of  returning  salmon  continue  to 
vary  widely  from  year  to  year.  Scientific 
studies  show  that  “down  years”  occur 
in  streams  both  with  dams  and  without 
dams.  Dams  have  significantly  restricted 
the  habitat  of  anadromous  fish  and 
caused  passage  problems  for  both 
juveniles  and  adults  wdiich  have 
contributed  to  the  decline  of  the  listed 
species.  BPA  has  spent  in  excess  of  $1 
billion  dollars  of  ratepayer  money  to 
correct  these  problems,  and  in 


cooperation  with  State  and  Federal 
agencies,  including  NMFS,  is  seeking  to 
implement  measures  to  enhance 
anadromous  fish  populations. 

The  dams  created  reservoirs  which 
store  water  that  on  average  produces 
18,500  megawatts  of  electricity 
anniudly.  This  electricity  is  marketed  at 
wholesale  by  BPA.  A  discussion  of 
BPA’s  roles  and  responsibilities  is 
contained  in  Appendix  C.  The  storage 
capacity  of  the  reservoirs,  however,  is 
limited.  Over  one-third  of  the  Columbia 
River  storage  capacity  is  located  in 
British  Columbia.  BPA  has  limited 
ability  to  call  on  this  storage.  Reservoir 
storage  limitations  axe  an  important 
issue  because,  as  discussed  telow, 

NMFS  relies  heavily  on  measures  to 
increase  flow  which  presuppose  the 
ability  to  attain  a  certain  level  of  water 
at  predetermined  points  at  specified 
times. 

The  dams  which  are  the  subject  of  the 
SEIS  and  the  Biological  Opinion 
include,  on  the  Snake  River  and  its 
tributaries.  Dworshak,  Lower  Granite, 
Little  Goose,  Lower  Monumental.  Ice 
Harbor.  Hungry  Horse,  Libby,  and 
Albeni  Falls.  Columbia  River  dams  are 
the  Grand  Coulee,  McNary,  John  Day, 
the  Ctelles,  and  the  Bonneville  Projects. 

Other  Columbia  River  dams,  not 
owned  by  the  Federal  Government  and 
therefore  not  the  subject  of  the  SEIS  or 
the  Biological  Opinion,  include  Priest 
Rapids,  Wanapum,  Rocky  Reach,  Rock 
Island,  and  Wells.  These  facilities  are 
licensed  to  public  utility  districts  in  the 
State  of  Washington  and  their  operation 
is  coordinated  with  the  Federal  dams 
through  a  contract  known  as  the  Pacific 
Northwest  Coordination  Agreement 
(PNCA). 

Other  Snake  River  dams,  not  owned 
by  the  Federal  Government,  include  the 
Hells  Canyon  Complex  of  projects 
licensed  to  the  Idaho  Power  Company 
(IPC).  These  projects  will  be  the  subject 
of  relicensing  by  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  in  the  next 
several  years.  The  Brownlee  Project  is 
especially  critical  bef^ause  BPA  must 
have  the  approval  of  Idaho  Power  to 
store  and  shape  water  from  the  upper 
Snake  River  to  benefit  the  listed 
species  ^ 

B.  A  Fiver  "Run  By  Committees":  Key 
Players 

Professor  Don  Bevan  of  the  University 
of  Washington,  the  Chairman  of  the 
NMFS  Recovery  Team,  describes  the 
Columbia  River  system  as  one  which  is 
"run  by  committees.”  This  description 


2To  data,  the  IPC  has  cooperated  in  each  storing 
and  shaping  although  the  costs  for  services  have 
been  borne  primarily  by  BPA  ratepayms. 
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is  appropriate.  While  BPA  is  responsible 
for  mariceting  electric  power  from  these 
hydroelectric  projects,  providing  nearly 
one-half  of  all  electricity  consumed  in 
the  Pacific  Northwest,  responsibility  or 
regulatory  authority  for  river  operations, 
planning,  or  other  uses  is  divided 
among  a  number  of  Federal  and  State 
agencies  and  Indian  Tribes,  and  a  key 
interstate  compact  entity,  the  Northwest 
Power  Planning  Coimcil  (NPPC)  and  the 
NMFS  Recovery  Team.  A  brief 
description  of  the  roles  and 
responsibilities  of  these  entities  is 
essential  to  imderstand  the  enormous 
complexity  of  the  problem  facing  NMFS 
and  the  action  agencies  as  they  seek  to 
fulfill  their  statutory  responsibilities 
and  also  act  in  such  a  way  as  not  to 
jeopardize  the  listed  species  or  their 
habitat. 

The  Bonneville  Power 
Administration,  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers  (Corps),  and  the  U.S.  Bureau 
of  Reclamation  (BOR)  are  the  three 
Federal  action  agencies  who.  together, 
manage,  operate,  and  regulate  the 
Fedei^  hydroelectric  projects  on  the 
Columbia  and  Snake  Rivers.  The  Corps 
and  Biueau  constructed  the  facilities 
and  operate  them  on  a  daily  basis;  BPA 
markets  the  electricity  produced  by  the 
Projects  and  through  the  revenues 
generated  by  the  sale  of  this  power 
repays  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States 
for  the  portion  of  project  costs  allocated 
to  commercial  power.3 

There  are  also,  as  previously  noted, 
numerous  non-Federal  facilities  which 
are  licensed  to  both  public  and  private 
licensees  by  the  Federal  Energy 
Regulatory  Commission  (FERC).  Project 
licensees  are  required  by  law  to  mitigate 
for  impacts  to  fisheries  affected  by 
project  development.  Licenses  issued  by 
FERC  include  site-specific  mitigation 
provisions.  Licenses  may  be  amended, 
generally  during  relicensing.4 

Fisheries  responsibility  is  divided,  at 
the  Federal  level,  between  the  United 
States  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
(USFWS).  which  addresses 
nonanadromous  species  and  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 
(NMFS).  which  addresses  anadromous 
species.  NMFS  faces  the  challenge  of 
overseeing  both  the  continued 
commercial  harvest  and  the  protection 
of  the  listed  species  which  are  the 
subject  of  the  Biological  Opinion.  State 
fisheries  agencies  include  those  of  the 
States  of  Washington.  Oregon.  Idaho, 
and  Montana.. 


sTbe  total  plant  investm«it  in  FQtPS  profects 
exceeds  $12  billion.  BPA  1992  Annual  Report. 

4Tbe  IPC  appears  to  take  the  position  that  a 
settlement  agreement  between  ^  and  the 
Department  of  Commerce  fully  mitigates  for  all 
impacts  caused  by  its  Hells  Cwyon  complex. 


Treaty  Tribes,  entitled  to  harvest  fish 
for  ceremonial  and  subsistence 
purposes,  interact  with  NMFS  and  the 
State  agencies  through  the  Columbia 
River  Fisheries  Management  Plan, 
which  is  administered  by  the  United 
States  District  Court  for  the  District  of 
Oregon  through  that  court’s  ongoing 
jurisdiction,  llie  Plan  administers 
fisheries  harvest  and  was  constructed  in 
the  wake  of  a  judicial  decision.  U.S.  v. 
Oregon,  which  granted  the  Tribes  the 
right  to  take  significant  numbers  of 
anadromous  fish  pursuant  to  their 
Treaties  with  the  United  States.  Tribal 
Compact  members  include  the 
Confederated  Tribes  of  the  Umatilla 
Nation,  the  Yakima  Indian  Nation,  the 
Confederated  Tribes  of  the  Warm 
Springs,  and  the  Nez  Perce  Tribe. 

BPA  ^nds  and  oversees 
implementation  of  the  NPPC  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Program,  described  below,  and 
repays  the  cost  of  fish  hatcheries, 
passage  facilities,  and  other 
improvements  at  individual  Projects  as 
part  of  its  overall  responsibility  to  pay 
all  project  hydropower  costs. 

The  NPPC  is  an  interstate  compact 
entity.  The  Council  was  created 
pursuant  to  section  4(h)  of  the 
Northwest  Power  Act  of  1980. 16  U.S.C. 
839  4(h).  The  Council  is  compromised 
of  eight  members.  Two  meml^rs  are 
appointed  by  each  of  the  Governors  of 
Washington.  Oregon,  Idaho,  and 
Montana.  The  Council  guides  the  BPA 
and  is  responsible  for  preparing  a  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Program  to  “protect, 
mitigate,  and  enhance”  fisn  and  wildlife 
affected  by  Federal  projects  in  the 
Columbia  River  Basin. 

Importantly,  while  the  Council 
oversees  the  Fish  and  Wildlife  Program 
through  section  4(h)  of  the  Northwest 
Power  Act,  it  has  no  statutory  role  with 
respect  to  guiding  NMFS.  Congress  did, 
however,  recognize  the  dilemma  of  a 
"river  run  by  committees.”  It  directed 
that,  “The  Administrator  and  such 
Federal  agencies  (Corps  and  Bureau) 
shall  consult  with  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  the  Administrator  of  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service,  and 
the  State  fish  and  wildlife  agencies, 
appropriate  Indian  Tribes  and  affected 
project  operators  *  *  *  who)  *  *  * 
shall  to  the  greatest  extent  practicable, 
coordinate  Aeir  actions.”  16  U.S.C. 
839b(h)(n)(B). 

The  Congress  had  hoped,  and 
anticipated,  that  the  passage  of  the 
Northwest  Power  Act  and  the  Coimcil’s 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Program  would  avoid 
the  need  for  NMFS  to  take  action  under 
the  ESA.  The  Council's  Program  has  had 
some  significant  successes.  Salmon 
restoration  in  the  Yakima  Basin  is 
enhanced.  Steelhead  and  mid  Columbia 


Chinook  levels  are  also  substantially 
higher.  Upriver  steelhead  runs  have 
increased  dramatically,  from  an  average 
run  of  124,000  fish  in  the  later  half  of 
the  1970’s  to  an  average  of  363,000  fish 
in  the  later  half  of  the  1980’s.  Upriver 
bright  fall  chinook  runs  increased  from 
an  average  of  88,000  in  the  early  1980’s 
to  an  average  run  of  299,000  in  the  late 
1980s.  The  upriver  spring  chinook  runs 
increased  from  an  average  run  of  58,000 
in  the  early  1980s  to  an  average  run  of 
97,000  in  the  late  1980s.  Other  runs, 
however,  such  as  the  listed  Snake  River 
sockeye  and  chinook,  decreased. 

In  anticipation  of  the  NMFS  listings, 
the  NPPC  undertook  a  process  in  1991 
to  amend  its  Fish  and  Wildlife  Program, 
focusing  on  a  salmon  rebuilding 
program.  Three  phases  of  the  four-phase 
effort  are  relevant  to  anadromous  fish 
and  present  recommendations  on 
different  aspects  of  salmon  smrvival, 
including  production,  habitat 
improvement,  harvest,  and  fish  passage 
improvements  through  the  FCRPS.  BPA 
and  the  other  action  agencies  continue 
to  coordinate  closely  with  the  NPPC  in 
the  development  and  implementation  of 
these  amendments. 

One  key  Council  concept  is  “the 
Water  Budget.”  The  Water  Budget 
concept  sets  aside  volumes  of  water  in 
reservoirs  to  be  used  solely  for  juvenile 
fish  spring  migration.  The  Water  Budget 
is  intended  to  replicate  the  “spring 
freshet”  which  juvenile  salmon  relied 
on  prior  to  the  construction  of  the  dams 
for  help  in  their  journey  to  the  sea. 
NMFS  also  relies  upon  additional 
amounts  of  water  to  help  fish  but,  as 
shown  below,  NMFS  approach 
potentially  varies  importantly  from  the 
NPPC  by  recommending  that  BPA  and 
the  action  agencies  take  measures 
expected  to  result  in  flow  at  certain 
levels  at  certain  river  check  points.^ 

The  NPPC  Program  will  serve  as  a 
valuable  aid  to  the  NMFS’  Recovery 
Team  (Team).  The  Team  is  the  final  key 
“Committee”  which  will  influence 
recovery  of  the  listed  Columbia  River 
Basin  species.  Team  members  are  drawn 
from  the  public  and  private  sectors. 

They  are  preparing  a  Recovery  Plan.  The 
Plan  is  expected  to  identify  specific 
actions  to  be  undertaken  in  order  to 


■  If  NMFS  viewed  these  flow  levels  as  fixed 
irrespective  of  natural  water  conditions,  then  the 
distinction  between  "water  volume”  (Water  Budget) 
and  "flow”  is  critical  to  understanding  the 
differences  of  opinion  in  salmon  recovery. 
Providing  fixed  flow  potentially  presents  significant 
physical  problems  in  a  river  system  with  limited 
storage  capability,  especially  in  a  drought  situation 
such  as  the  PNW  is  currently  experiencing.  There 
is  also,  as  noted  in  section  V.C.3  of  this  ROD  and 
Technical  Appendix  C  to  this  decision  document, 
limited  scientific  support  for  a  positive  relationship 
between  flow  and  fish  survival. 
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conserve  and  recover  the  sockeye  and 
Chinook  which  are  the  subject  of  this 
decision  document.  BPA  looks  forward 
to  the  release  of  the  draft  Plan  within 
the  next  few  months. 

III.  Prior  Consultations  With  the 
National  Marine  Fisheries  Service 

BPA.  the  Corps,  and  Bureau  have 
jointly  consulted  with  NMFS  twice 
before  this  current  1993  hydro 
operations  consultation. 

A.  1992  Hydro  Operations  Consultation 

The  first  FCRPS  consultation  occurred 
considerably  in  advance  of  the  1992 
spring  juvenile  salmon  migration 
season.  In  anticipation  of  &is 
consultation,  the  action  agencies  began 
amenvironmental  review  process.  The 
process  was  designed  to  (1)  evaluate  the 
environmental  effects  of  new  short-term 
river  management  actions  under  NEPA; 
and  (2)  provide  the  biological 
assessment  of  proposed  actions  required 
of  action  agencies  both  under  NEPA  and 
the  ESA.  llie  process  culminated  in  the 
Columbia  River  Salmon  Flow  Measures 
Options  Analysis/Environmental  Impact 
Statement  (1992  OA/EIS). 

Biological  assessments  were 
submitted  to  NMFS  in  February  1992. 
Consultation  took  place  over  the  next  2 
months.  During  consultation,  NMFS  and 
the  action  agencies  exchanged 
information  and  analyses  regarding  the 
proposed  operation.  These  exchanges 
and  analyses  examined  possible 
operations  including  operating  the  four 
lower  Snake  River  projects  near 
minimum  operating  pool;  operating  the 
John  Day  pool  at  a  lower  elevation 
unless  irrigation  impacts  occurred;  and 
augmenting  river  flows  during  fish 
migration  periods  with  additional 
releases  from  upstream  storage 
reservoirs.  On  April  10, 1992,  NMFS 
issued  its  biological  opinion.  The 
opinion  found  Uiat  the  proposed  1992 
hydro  operations  were  not  likely  to 
jeopardize  the  continued  existence  of 
the  listed  Snake  River  species.  BPA,  the 
Corps,  and  Bureau  then  implemented 
the  proposed  action  consistent  with  the 
1992  OA/EIS  and  the  NMFS  opinion. 

B.  Fall/Winter  Hydro  Operations 
Consultation 

Because  the  1992  hydro  operations 
biological  opinion  did  not  explicitly 
address  flow  and  spill  actions  after  the 
fall  of  1992,  and  in  response  to 
continuing  regional  drought  conditions, 
the  action  agencies  requested  to  consult 
with  NMFS  on  hydro  operations  during 
the  fall  of  1992  and  winter  of  1993.  BPA 
piupared  and  submitted  to  NMFS  a 
“Drought  Response  Management  Plan’* 
covering  fall/winter  reservoir 


management  and  other  actions  to  assure 
the  availability  of  stored  water  for  later 
flow  augmentation.  NMFS  issued  a 
biological  opinion  that  the  proposed 
fall/winter  hydro  operations  were  not 
likely  to  jeopardize  the  continued 
existence  of  the  listed  Snake  River 
species.  BPA.  the  COE,  and  BOR 
implemented  the  proposed  action 
consistent  with  the  NMFS  opinion. 

IV.  1993  FCRPS  Operations:  NEPA 
Analysis  and  Evaluation 

A.  Introduction 

This  chapter  (1)  explains  the  NEPA 
process  in  the  context  of  both  interim 
and  long-term  decisionmaking;  (2) 
discusses  the  range  of  alternatives 
considered  in  the  SEIS  upon  which  this 
record  relies;  and  (3)  responds  to  some 
of  the  concerns  raised  by  commenters 
subsequent  to  the  issuance  of  the  Final 
SEIS  in  March  1993. 

B.  The  Columbia  Biver  System 
Operation  Beview  (SOB) 

The  SEIS  analyzes  alternative  means 
to  operate  the  FCRPS  during  1993  and 
future  years  and  the  environmental 
impacts  of  such  alternatives.  However, 
from  a  longer  term  perspective,  more 
work  is  being  conducted.  Identifying  the 
need  to  undertake  a  comprehensive, 
long-term  study  to  coordinate  the 
operation  of  the  federal  projects,  BPA. 
the  COE  and  BOR  began  a  process  in 
1990  called  the  Columbia  ^ver  System 
Operation  Review  (SOR).  The  SOR  is  a 
programmatic  EIS  which  examines  the  - 
coordinated  operation  and  management 
of  the  FCRPS  and  the  delivery  of  federal 
power  to  utilities  and  industries  in  the 
Pacific  Northwest.  It  will  be  used  to 
establish  guidelines  for  river  system 
operations  which  will  account  for 
impacts  on  all  river  users,  including 
anadromous  fish,  power,  recreation, 
resident  fish,  irrigation,  and  navigation. 
In  addition  to  the  BPA,  COE,  and  the 
BOR.  NMFS,  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  (USFWS),  National  Park  Service 
and  U.S.  Forest  ^rvice  are  cooperating 
agencies.  The  SOR  also  will  evaluate 
environmental  impacts  associated  with 
alternative  coordination  agreements  and 
agreements  allocating  Federal  and  non- 
Federal  responsibilities  for  returning 
Canada’s  share  of  Columbia  River  Treaty 
benefits.  'The  SOR  is  scheduled  for 
completion  in  late  1994  or  early  1995. 


River  salmon.  *1116  alternatives  are 
further  described  in  Chapter  3  of  the 
SEIS,  in  Appendix  J  of  the  SEIS,  and  in 
an  exchange  of  letters  between  NMFS 
and  the  action  agencies.  These 
alternatives  are  primarily  flow-related 
actions  at  the  eight  run-of-river  Corps 
projects  in  the  lower  Snake  and 
Columbia  Rivers.  'The  Corps  and  Bureau 
storage  projects  in  the  upper  Columbia 
River  Basin  as  well  as  storage  projects 
operated  by  BC  Hydro  in  Cwada  are 
also  involved. 

Generally,  the  SEIS  evaluates  in  detail 
four  action  alternatives  that  incorporate 
a  combination  of  reservoir  operation  at 
lower  pool  elevations  and  flow 
augmentation  measures  involving 
multiple  projects.  The  efiects  of  these 
four  alternative  are  measured  and 
compared  with  the  No- Action 
Alternative.  'The  following  is  a  brief 
description  of  the  evaluated 
alternatives: 

Alternative  1:  No  Action 

Under  this  alternative,  the  projects 
would  be  operated  as  they  were  from 
about  1985  to  1990.  All  four  lower 
Snake  River  reservoirs  and  all  four 
lower  Columbia  River  reservoirs  would 
operate  in  the  upper  portion  of  the 
normal  operating  range.  Storage 
reservoirs  would  be  operated  according 
to  their  normal  rule  curves.  Existing 
flow  augmentation  provisions  known  as 
the  Water  Budget  would  continue. 

Alternative  2: 1992  Operations 

This  alternative  includes  actions 
actually  planned  for  the  1992  operating 
year.  These  actions  were  based  on  the 
OA/EIS;  the  BPA,  Corps,  and  Bureau 
Records  of  Decision;  and  NMFS’ 
Biological  Opinion  for  1992  operations. 
Alternative  2  does  not  include  the 
March  drawdown  test  at  Lower  Granite 
and  Little  Goose  pools.  'The  flow 
augmentation  elements  of  Alternative  2 
include  additional  water  from 
Dworshak,  Brownlee,  the  upper  Snake 
River,  and  Grand  Coulee.  Ajtow  and/or 
Libby  on  the  Columbia  River.  In 
addition,  any  water  gained  from 
transferring  flood  control  space  from 
either  Dworshak  or  Brownlee  to  Grand 
Coulee  would  be  used  for  flow 
augmentation.  The  four  lower  Snake 
River  projects  would  be  operated  near 
minimum  irrigation  pool  during  spring 
and  summer.  During  fall  and  winter,  the 
storage  projects  would  be  operated  in  a 
manner  which  would  provide  the 
volumes  of  water  for  flow  augmentation 
the  following  spring  and  summer 
described  for  this  alternative,  and  the 
lower  Snake  River  and  lower  Columbia 
River  projects  would  operate  within  the 
normal  operating  range. 


C.  The  SEIS  Considered  the  Full  Range 
of  Alternatives  as  Required  by  NEPA 

This  section  describes  the  alternatives 
evaluated  by  BPA.  the  Corps  and  Bureau 
to  operate  the  FCRPS  in  1993  and  future 
years  so  as  not  to  jeopardize  the 
continued  existence  of  the  listed  Snake 
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Alternative  3: 1992  Operations  With 
Libby/Hungry  Horse  Sensitivity 

A  basic  condition  of  the  1992 
operations  was  that  Libby  and  Hungry 
Horse  projects  would  not  be  operated 
differently  to  compensate  for  river  flow 
changes  elsewhere  in  the  system.  This 
alternative  includes  the  same  actions  as 
Alternative  2  and  adds  a  “sensitivity 
test’*  that  models  whether  there  would 
be  any  indirect  effects  on  Libby  or 
Hungry  Horse  operations  from  flow 
improvement  measures  taken  elsewhere 
in  the  system.  This  alternative  was 
included  in  response  to  a  request  from 
the  State  of  Montana. 

Alternative  4:  Modified  1992  Operations 

This  includes  those  actions  in 
Alternative  2,  plus  enhancement  of 
summer  flow  augmentation  from 
Dworshak.  The  primary  differences 
between  Alternative  4  and  Alternative  2 
are  two  features  of  planned  flow 
augmentation  from  Dworshak.  One 
feature  is  that  the  September  release  in 
Alternative  2  could  be  shifted  to  July 
and/or  August  to  beneflt  summer 
juvenile  migrants,  and/or  adult  salmon, 
when  determined  to  be  biologically 
prudent.  The  other,  criterion  for  flood 
control  transfer  from  Dworshak  to  Grand 
Coulee,  would  change  in  order  to 
increase  the  number  of  years  in  which 
space  for  flood  control  could  be 
transferred,  filled  and  subsequently 
released  for  salmon. 

Alternative  4  was  identified  as  the 
preferred  alternative  in  the  final  SOS 
and  is  the  basis  for  the  Administrator’s 
selected  action  as  further  detailed  in 
Part  VI. 

Alternative  5:  Modified  1992  Operations 
With  Upper  Snake  Sensitivity 

Alternative  5  includes  actions  in 
Alternative  2,  plus  improvements  to 
salmon  flows  from  Dworshak  as  in 
Alternative  4,  but  minus  the  flow 
transfer  water  from  the  upper  Snake. 
This  alternative  was  analyzed  as  a 
sensitivity  model  to  show  the  difference 
if  no  water  is  available  from  the  upper 
Snake  River.  Purchase  of  uncontracted 
water  from  the  upper  Snake  River  Basin 
was  an  objective  of  the  1992  operating 
plan.  This  objective  was  only  partially 
met  because  of  low  flows  in  1992  and 
the  consequent  scarcity  of  water 
available  for  purchase. 

D.  Comments  on  the  Final  SEIS 

A  number  of  comments  were  received 
by  BPA  on  the  final  SEIS  for  1993 
operations.  While  the  comments  raised 
issues  that  were  previously  addressed 
by  the  cooperating  agencies  in  the  SEIS, 
BPA  has  reiterated  its  response  to  the 
more  substantive  comments  as  follows: 


1.  The  1993  EIS  Examines  a  Wide  Range 
of  Flow  Augmentation  Alternatives 

The  Public  Power  Council  (PPC)  and 
the  Pacific  Northwest  Generating 
Cooperative  (PNGC)  believe  that  the 
action  agencies  only  considered  the 
range  of  flow  augmentation  levels 
presented  in  the  1993  SEIS  and 
therefore  criticize  the  agencies  for 
considering  a  narrow  range  of 
alternatives.  PPC/PNGC  at  4-5.  The 
adequacy  of  the  range  of  alternatives 
considered  by  the  action  agencies  is 
identified  in  the  1993  SEIS  as  a  common 
issue.  The  agencies  responded  to  this 
issue  at  pages  H-€  to  H-7  of  the  ^IS. 

As  explained  in  the  document,  BPA 
believes  that  the  feasible  flow 
improvement  measures  were  limited  by 
the  structural  configuration  of  the 
system  and  the  total  amount  of  storage 
available.  Accordingly,  the  SEIS 
evaluates  in  detail  four  alternatives  that 
incorporate  a  combination  of  reservoir 
operations  at  lower  pool  elevations  and 
flow  augmentation  measures  involving 
multiple  projects.  See  SEIS  at  3-2. 
Additionally,  as  a  supplement  to  the 
1992  Flow  Options  EIS,  the  1993  SEIS 
incorporates  by  reference  the  wide  range 
of  alternatives  evaluated  in  1992.  See 
SEIS  Response  S6-2  at  H-32. 

The  1992  Flow  Options  EIS 
considered  11  flow  augmentation 
alternatives  in  Options  A-),  plus  the 
NPPC  Plan.  See  1992  Flow  Options  EIS, 
section  3.2.3,  at  3-7  to  3-10;  see  also, 
SEIS  Response  A15-15  at  H— 70. 
Accordingly,  the  range  of  alternatives 
considered  in  the  1993  SEIS  is  adequate. 

2.  The  Scope  of  the  1993  SEIS  is 
Adequate  to  Address  Flow 
Augmentation  Alternatives 

The  PPC  and  the  PNGC  believe  that 
the  scope  of  the  1993  SEIS.is  too  narrow 
because  it  does  not  incorporate 
“(rjeduced  harvest  levels,  improved 
habitat  management,  and  improved 
hatchery  practices.  PPC/PNGC  at  7.  The 
action  agencies  respond  to  this 
comment  at  pages  H-7  to  H-0  of  the 
SEIS.  As  the  agencies  stated  in  the  SEIS, 
the  “function  of  this  SEIS  is  to  evaluate 
the  impacts  of  several  alternatives  to  the 
operation  of  certain  dams  and  reservoirs 
in  the  Columbia-Snake  River  system 
during  1993  and  future  years.’’  SEIS  at 
1-1.  The  1993  SEIS  considers  only  flow 
augmentation  measures  because  these 
are  the  types  of  measures  that  can  be 
implemented  in  this  interim  operational 
stage.  Measures  requiring  major 
structural  modifications  at  existing 
projects  were  not  evaluated  bef:ause 
they  could  not  be  completed  in  time  to 
benefit  1993  salmon  migration. 


Further,  because  harvest,  habitat  and 
hatchery  are  not  involved  in  the 
operation  of  FCRPS  dams  and  reservoirs 
to  augment  flows  for  migrating  salmon, 
these  issues  are  being  analyzed  and 
evaluated  in  other  biological 
assessments  and  opinions  outside  the 
SEIS  process  evaluating  flow 
augmentation.  See  SEIS  Responses  A23- 
2  at  H-80:  A23-12  at  H-81.  The  scope 
of  the  1993  SEIS  is  appropriate  to 
address  flow  augmentation  alternatives. 

3.  A  Relationship  Between  Flow  and 
Survival  Exists  Sufficient  To  Support  a 
Proposed  Action  Reflecting 
Consideration  of  Flow  Augmentation 
Alternatives 

Several  commenters  stated  that  a 
relationship  between  flow  and  juvenile 
salmon  survival  lacks  scientific 
integrity.  PPC/PNGC  at  22;  DSI  at  2. 

They  argue  that  the  assumption  made  in 
the  SEIS  that  flows  aid  in  juvenile 
salmon  migration  is  not  based  on 
credible  scientific  information.  Despite 
research  spanning  three  decades  funded 
by  BPA  and  the  C^E.  the  region  still 
lacks  information  on  the  flow/survival 
relationship.  This  is  due  in  large  part  to 
the  use  in  ecirlier  studies  of  what  are 
now  considered  inadequate 
methodologies.  However,  as  noted  in 
the  response  to  commenters  on  this 
issue  in  the  SEIS,  “the  cumulative 
weight  of  the  research  does  not 
demonstrate  that  absolutely  no 
relationship  exists.’’  SEIS  Response  5  at 
H-10. 

Qualitatively,  most,  if  not  all, 
biologists  agree  that  flows  are  important 
for  fish  survival.  Quantitatively,  we 
have  only  limited  data  of  questionable 
accuracy  for  yearling  chinook,  and  no 
direct  flow-survival  data  for  subyearling 
chinook,  to  predict  what  the 
incremental  benefit  to  survival  is  for  an 
incremental  increase  in  flows.  Until 
recently  developed  statistical  tools  and 
tagging  techniques  are  applied  during 
migration  seasons,  and  this  flow/ 
survival  relationship  is  established,  the 
best  scientific,  albeit  inconclusive, 
evidence  available  justifies  the  use  of 
flow  augmentation  measiires  during  this 
interim  operation  of  the  FCRPS.  See 
SEIS  Responses  S7-18  at  H-37;  A15-  12 
at  H-69:  A19-2  at  H-75  to  H-76;  A25- 
23  at  H-86.  (See  Appendix  C) 

V.  BPA  and  Action  Agencies:  Bioktgicai 
Assessment,  Consultation  and 
Consideration  of  NMFS  Biological 
Opinion 

On  February  17, 1993,  BPA,  the 
Corps,  and  Bureau  commenced  formal 
ESA  consultation  with  NMFS  by 
submitting  to  NMFS  the  Biological 
Assessment — “1993  Operation  of  the 
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Federal  Columbia  River  Power  System” 
(FCRPS  BA).  From  that  time  until  NMFS 
issued  the  Biological  Opinion  on  1993 
Operation  of  the  Federal  Columbia  River 
Power  System  (FCRPS  B.O.)  on  May  26, 
1993,  the  action  agencies  and  NMFS 
formally  consulted  on  the  efifect  of 
proposed  1993  hydro  operations  on  the 
listed  Snake  River  salmon  species. 

This  chapter  describes: 

•  The  biological  analyses  and 
conclusions  contained  in  the  FCRPS 
Biological  Assessment; 

•  The  consultation  process  on  the 
FCRPS  Biological  Assessment;  and 

•  BPA’s  consideration  of  the  FCRPS 
B.O. 

BPA’s  primary  concern  with  the 
FCRPS  B.O.  is  NMFS’  interpretation  of 
biological  data  to  support  the  use  of 
measures  to  result  in  flow  levels  to 
benefit  juvenile  salmon  survival.  This 
and  other  important  points  responses 
are  summarized  in  the  body  of  this 
decision  document,  and  are  addressed 
in  more  detail  in  appendices  A-H. 

A.  FCRPS  Biological  Assessment. 
Analysis  and  Conclusions. 

1.  Analytical  Framework 

a.  Scope  of  analysis.  The  scope  of  the 
FCRPS  BA  is  similar  to  that  in  the  1992 
FCRPS  consultation.  As  in  1992,  the 
action  agencies  chose  a  broad  scope  to 
analyze  how  1993  hydro  operations, 
within  the  larger,  more  comprehensive 
context  of  life-stage  survival  of 
anadromous  species,  would  affect 
survival.  The  scope  is  broad  both  as  to 
the  actions  analyzed  and  the  full  species 
life-cycle  considered. 

BPA  reaffirms  its  belief  that  the  key  to 
avoiding  jeopardy  and  achieving 
recovery  of  Snake  River  sockeye  and 
Chinook  salmon,  especially  in  the  near 
term,  is  increased  survival  of  adults 
returning  to  spawn.  For  a  technical 
discussion  of  this  approach  to  salmon 
s\irvival  and  recovery,  see  Appendix  D. 
Spawning  escapement  depends  upon 
actions  t^en  by  various  entities  at  all 
stages  of  the  salmon’s  life-cycle. 
Consequently,  the  extent  to  which  a 
propo^  action  affects  a  listed  species, 
in  part,  depends  upon  how  previous 
actions  have  affected  it. 

BPA  recognizes  that  successful 
juvenile  and  adult  passage  through  the 
FCRPS  projects  along  the  migration 
route  is  critical  to  the  species’  survival 
and  recovery.  But  the  full  salmon  life- 
cycle  requires  habitat  conducive  to 
hatching  and  rearing  of  smolts  prior  to 
migration,  minimal  interference  by 
hatchery-bred  salmon,  reduced 
predation  and  a  harvest-restricted  ocean 
and  in-river  environment.  Therefore, 
this  FCRPS  BA  analyzes  how  1993 


hydro  operations,  when  combined  with 
other  effects  at  various  salmon  life 
stages,  affect  survival  of  the  listed  Snake 
River  species  and  weak  anadromoris 
stocks.  FCRPS  BA  at  1.  Treating  the 
proposed  designation  of  critical  habitat 
as  though  it  were  final,  the  BA  alra 
encompasses  an  analysis  of  impacts  on 
critical  habitat.  FCRPS  BA  at  28. 

b.  Analytical  tools  used.  Although 
definitive  information  about  the  Snake 
River  listed  species  is  incomplete,  and 
scientific  opinion  is  not  uniform,  the 
action  agencies  have  used  two 
approaches  that  consider  all  available 
information  in  order  to  analyze  1993 
hydro  operations. 

First,  empirical  data  analysis  is  used 
to  reflect  the  oirrent  status  of  the 
populations  and  project  the  expected 
adult  salmon  population  levels  in  1993 
(See  Appendices  B  and  E,  and  the 
FCRPS  BA  at  27).  Second,  biological 
modeling  analysis  is  used  to  provide 
projections  of  the  effects  of  1993 
proposed  actions  on  juvenile  survival  in 
1993  and  future  years,  and  the  effects 
these  actions  will  have  on  spawning 
escapement  trends.  FCRPS  BA  at  27. 

The  modeling  analysis  also  reflects 
other  non-operational  mitigation  actions 
that  are  planned  for  implementation  in 
1993  and  future  years.o  Id 
Our  analyses  regarding  the  listed 
Snake  River  sockeye  salmon  were 
limited.  At  the  time  the  FCRPS  BA  was 
prepared  and  submitted,  no  Snake  River 
sockeye  salmon  juveniles  belonging  to 
the  ESA  evolutionarily  significant  unit 
(ESU)  were  expected  to  outmigrate  fiom 
Redfish  Lake  and  enter  the  FCRPS  in 
1993.  FCRPS  BA  at  29. 

The  BA  noted,  however,  that  in 
November  1992,  a  resident  form  of 
sockeye  salmon  was  observed  spawning 
in  Redfisb  Lake.  FCRPS  BA  at  30.  These 
“residual”  sockeye  salmon  may  have 
produced  offspring  in  1991  or  1992  that 
could  enter  the  hydrosystem  in  the 
spring  of  1993.  The  BA  concluded  that 
the  1993  FCRPS  measures  intended  to 
benefit  the  listed  Snake  River  chinook 
species  may  also  benefit  the  residual 
sockeye  progeny.  Id.  On  March  19, 
1993„NMFS  notified  Federal  agencies 
that  after  reviewing  the  growing 
scientific  evidence  on  residual  sockeye, 
it  considered  the  resident  form  to  be 
part  of  the  ESU  protected  by  the  ESA. 
See  FCRPS  B.O.  at  12.  There  is  a 

a  Analytic  techniques  and  parameter  values  to  be 
used  in  the  modeling  were  discussed  among  BPA, 
Corps.  Northwest  Power  Planning  Council  and  state 
and  Tribal  fishery  persotmel  during  August, 
September,  and  October  of  1992.  Additional 
parameter  values  were  submitted  by  NMFS.  The 
results  of  these  discussions  and  agreements  were 
incorporated  in  the  models  and  presented  in  the 
FCRPS  BA  analysis. 


possibility  that  protected  residual 
sockeye  may  enter  the  FCRPS  in  1993. 
BPA  Mlieves  that  the  FCRPS  BA 
conclusion  that  1993  operational 
measures  may  benefit  uese  sockeye 
addresses  this  concern.  In  1993,  BPA 
will  continue  to  fund  trapping  and  PIT- 
tagging  of  outmigrants  horn  Itedfish 
Lake  to  monitor  run  size  and  timing, 
and  to  estimate  travel  time  in  the 
FCRPS.  FCRPS  BA  at  30. 

2.  Empirical  Data  Analysis 

As  the  FCRPS  BA  states,  there  are 
uncertainties  in  evaluating  data  sets, 
and  caution  should  be  used  in 
estimating  the  number  of  adults  that 
successfully  spawn.  FCRPS  BA  at  31. 

For  example,  there  are  imeimlained 
losses  that  occur  after  the  adults  pass 
Lower  (kanite,  the  last  FCRPS  project 
before  the  spawning  groimd,  and 
inaccurate  dam  counts  may  confound 
and  lend  uncertainty  to  the  analysis.  Id. 
Empirical  data  on  adult  passage  coimts 
and  redd  index  coimts  were  evaluated 
to  estimate  the  1993  spring/summer 
chinook  salmon  run.  Based  primarily  on 
the  redd  count  data,  the  BA  concluded 
that  the  near-term  prognosis  for  1993 
spring/summer  chinook  adults  was 
generally  stable  to  slightly  decreasing 
escapement  trend  compel  to  1989- 
1992.  Id.  at  32.  Analysis  of  adult  passage 
counts,  redd  index  counts  and  jack 
counts  suggest  continued  low  adult  fall 
chinook  salmon  population  levels  in  the 
near  term.  Id.  at  36.  This  conclusion  was 
based  on  the  then  fishery  management 
forecast  of  the  1993  run,  current  harvest 
management  escapement  goals,  a 
decreasing  adult  run  estimate  based  on 
jack  and  juvenile  counts,  and  low  redd 
counts.  Id.  (See  Appendix  B  and  E  for 
further  discussion  of  empirical  data.) 
These  conclusions  are  consistent  with 
projections  derived  firom  modeling 
analyses,  which  show  a  generally  stable 
to  slightly  declining  escapement  trends 
for  sprin^summer  chinook  and 
declining  escapement  trends  for  fall 
chinook  under  baseline  conditions.  Id. 
at  54,  56,  65-67. 

3.  Biological  Modeling  Analysis 
A  quantitative,  comprehensive 
evaluation  of  the  many  factors  that 
combine  to  affect  juvenile  salmon 
survival  through  the  FCRPS  projects  and 
the  long-term  population  trends  for  the 
listed  species  requires  analytical  tools 
such  as  computer  models.  The  models 
utilize  currently  available  scientific 
information.  The  FC^RPS  BA  uses  two 
such  computer  models  to  evaluate  the 
biological  effect  of  proposed  hydro 
operations  and  nonflow  measures  on  the 
listed  Snake  River  chinook  salmon. 
FCRPS  BA  at  37.  The  juvenile  passage 
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survival  model  known  as  the  Columbia 
River  Salmon  Passage  Model  (CRiSP.O) 
analyzes  juvenile  passage  conditicms. 

The  results  of  CRiSP.O  are  used  in  the 
spawning  escapement  trend  model 
known  as  the  Stochastic  Life  Cycle 
Model  (SLCM).  SLXIM  projects  the 
expected  spawning  escapement  trend  of 
each  population  over  the  next  40  years. 
Sensitivity  analyses  were  also 
performed.  BA  at  57. 

These  models  are  important  to 
estimate  the  futurepopulation  of 
anadromous  fish.  Tim  temporal  and 
spatial  distribution  of  both  the 
population  (in  any  given  year  multiple 
brood  years  are  distributed  throi^out 
the  species’  range)  and  actions  affecting 
that  population  (the  effect  of  mitigation 
actions  will  continue  over  the  years) 
requires  the  type  of  life-cycle  modeling 
used  in  the  FQtPS  BA.  Id.  at  38.  But 
models  and  existing  data  cannot 
completely  account  for  the  substantial 
level  of  uncertainty  and  variability 
inherent  in  biological  systems.  The 
uncertainty  in  the  biological  data  and 
professional  judgments  used  in  the 
analysis  requires  a  strong  monitoring 
and  evaluati(m  program  to  follow 
closely  the  dynamics  of  the  population 
to  provide  for  corrections  in  the  models 
and  the  management  actions  which  are 
taken.  Id. 

a.  Juvenile  Passage  survival  model 
results.  The  development  of  the  CRiSP.O 
model  is  described  in  the  FCRPS  BA  at 
39.  The  results  of  the  model  are 
presented  in  the  FCRPS  BA  at  50-51 
and  Appendix  C  Few  juvenile  Snake 
River  spring/summer  Chinook  migrants,  ' 
the  CRiSP.O  model  results  estimate  that 
1993  proposed  flow  actions  provide  a  . 
relative  increase  in  the  10th  percentile, 
median,  and  90th  percentile  survivals  of 
5.2,  3.5,  and  1.1  percent  few  the  springs, 
and  3.8,  3.9,  and  1.1  percent  for  tbe 
summers.  In  addition,  relative  to  1990 
baseline  conditions,  the  proposed  flow 
and  non-flow  actions  were  projected  to 
increase  the  estimated  porcentile 
survivals  by  14.3, 6.5,  and  2.4  percent 
for  the  springs,  and  13.4, 8.3,  and  3.1 
percent  for  the  summers.  By  1998,  the 
relative  increases  are  even  higher. 

FCRPS  BA  at  53.  In  general,  the  CRiSP.O 
model  results  show  that  Snake  River  fell 
Chinook  salmon  juvenile  survival  is 
relatively  insensitive  to  the  SEIS  flow 
measures.  Id.  at  55.  Survival 
improvements  are  projected  for  fall 
Chinook  with  the  addition  of  nonflow 
measiues  such  as  increased 
transportation,  squawfish  management, 
and  bypass  system  additions  and 
improvements.  Id.  Relative  to  1990 
baseline  conditions,  the  1993  proposed 
flow  and  nonflow  actions  were 
projected  to  increase  the  10th 


percentile,  median,  and  90th  percentile 
survivals  by  50.8, 28.7,  and  20.1  percent 
respectively.  These  increases  were  evMi 
hiwer  for  1998.  Id. 

o.  Spawning  escapement  trend  model 
results.  The  developmmit  of  the  SLCM 
is  described  in  the  FCRPS  BA  at  39-49. 
The  SLCM  is  calibrated  and  initialized 
using  adult  harvest  and  return  data  from 
past  years.  FCRPS  BA  at  40.  The  SLCM 
incorporates  uncertainty  through 
stochastic  processes.  In  addition,  the 
SLCM  trend  analyses  assume  three 
separate  levels  of  effectiveness  for 
certain  mitigation  measures  having 
substantial  levels  of  uncertainty.  Id.  The 
results  of  the  model  are  presented  in  the 
FCRPS  BA  at  51-52. 

The  Snake  River  spring/summer 
Chinook  salmon  SLGM  results  show  that 
if  all  levels  of  effectiveness  are 
considered,  then  the  projected  median 
escapement  levels  increase  over  time 
relative  to  1990  baseline  conditions. 
FCRPS  BA  at  53.  The  probabilities  of 
escapement  projections  felling  below 
1000  spawners  for  springs  and  500 
spawners  for  summers  increase  over 
time  under  baseline  conditions  but 
stabilize  or  decrease  with  time  under 
the  proposed  actions  of  each  of  the 
effectiveness  levels.  Id.  If  all  levels  of 
effectiveness  are  considered,  the 
projected  median  escapement  levels  for 
Snake  River  fall  chinook  increase  over 
time  relative  to  1990  baseline 
conditions.  Id.  at  56.  The  probability  of 
escapement  projections  felling  below 
250  spawners  increases  with  time  imder 
baseline  conditions  and  decreases  with 
time  imder  the  proposed  actions  for 
each  of  the  effectiveness  levels.  Id. 

4.  Conclusions 

a.  Snake  River  sockeye  salmon.  The 
action  agencies  conclude  in  the  FCRPS 
BA  that  the  combination  of  the  captive 
rearing  program  and  improved 
migration  conditions  are  expected  to 
increase  the  number  and  productivity  of 
Snake  River  sockeye  salmon.  Thiis,  the 
1993  proposed  hydro  operation  is  not 
likely  to  jeopardize  the  continued 
existence  of  the  sockeye  or  result  in  the 
destruction  or  adverse  modification  of 
its  critical  habitat.  FCRPS  BA  at  74. 

b.  Snake  River  spring/summer 
Chinook  salmon.  The  action  agencies 
conclude  in  the  FCRPS  BA  that 
although  near-term  escapement  trends 
will  be  generally  stable  or  slightly 
decreasing,  the  long-term  population 
projections  for  Snake  River  spring/ 
summer  chinook  salmon  are  positive 
under  the  prop>osed  actions.  Ljfe-cycle 
modeling  projections  indicate  that 
improvements  in  juvenile  passage 
survival,  in  combination  with  other  life 
stage  improvements  stemming  from 


habitat,  harvest,  and  adult  migration 
measures  should  lead  to  reversal  of  the 
near-term  population  decline  and 
increased  future  populations  levels. 
Thus,  the  1993  proposed  hydro 
operation  is  not  likely  to  jeopardize  the 
continued  existence  of  the  spring/ 
summer  chinook  or  resuh  in  the 
destruction  or  adverse  modification  of 
its  critical  habitat.  FCRPS  BA  at  75. 

c.  Snake  River  fall  chinook  salmon 
The  action  agencies  state  in  the  FCRPS 
BA  that  it  is  important  to  consider 
information  which  suggests  possible 
continued  low  population  levels  for 
Snake  River  fell  chinook  in  the  near- 
term.  FCRPS  BA  at  77.  Recent 
population  declines,  together  with  low 
jack  counts  and  low  numbers  of  redds 
in  1992,  warrant  concern  that  adult 
returns  may  not  improve  over  the  next 
few  years.  But  long-term  population 
projections  are  positive.  Lif^  cycle 
modeling  projections  indicate  that 
improvements  in  juvenile  passage 
survival  and  adult  escapement,  in 
combination  with  other  life  stage 
improvements  stemming  from  habitat, 
harvest,  and  adult  migration  measures 
should  lead  to  reversal  of  the  current 
population  decline  and  increased  futiure 
populations  levels. 

NMFS  expects  each  sector  affecting 
the  listed  species  to  contribute  to 
improved  survival,  and  the  proposed 
hydro  operation  has  been  evaluated  in 
the  context  of  the  foreseeable  actions  by 
these  other  sectors.  FCRPS  BA  at  76. 
Thus,  the  agencies  conclude  that  the 
1993  proposed  hydro  operation  is  not 
likely  to  jeopardize  the  continued 
existence  of  the  fall  chinook  or  restdt  in 
the  destruction  or  adverse  modification 
of  its  critical  habitat.  Id.  at  77.  However, 
the  agencies  reconunend 
implementation  of  measures 
emphasizing  benefits  to  returning  adults 
in  order  to  provide  prompt,  near-term 
benefits  to  rail  chinook  spawning 
escapement  Id.  As  stated  above,  BPA 
believes  that  increased  survival  of 
adults  returning  to  spawn  is  critical  to 
survival  and  recovery  of  the  Snake  River 
listed  salmon  species.  See  Appendix  D. 

B.  NEPA  and  Consultation  Process  With 
NMFS 

BPA  entered  discussions  with  NMFS 
on  ’93  operation  of  the  FCRPS  shortly 
after  the  conclusion  of  consultation  on 
’92  operations.  During  the  summer  of 
1992  BPA,  Corps,  and  Bureau  reached 
an  agreement  vnth  NMFS  on  a  two  part 
consultation.  First,  the  operation  during 
the  1992/1993  fall  and  winter  period 
would  be  addressed.  While  this 
consultation  was  in  progress,  the  action 
agencies  would  prepare  a  supplemental 
EIS  and  biological  assessment.  This 
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second  consultation  would  address 
spring  1993  and  beyond  operations. 

Consultations  were  initiated  and  the 
fall  and  winter  operations  were 
described  in  letters  firom  each  of  the 
action  agencies  and  resulted  in  a 
Biological  Opinion  on  Operation  of  the 
FCRPS  through  January  and  April  1993 
(February  24, 1993).  TMs  opinion 
conclude  that  the  propos^  operation 
would  not  jeopardize  the  continued 
existence  of  the  listed  Snake  River 
salmon  species. 

A  notice  of  intent  to  prepare  the  SEIS 
was  filed  by  the  Corps  on  June  9, 1992. 
The  BPA  and  Bureau  were  identified  as 
cooperating  agencies.  Public  meetings 
were  held  at  the  following  times  and 
places: 

July  6, 1992:  Portland,  Oregon 
July  7, 1992;  Umatilla,  Oregon 
July  8, 1992:  Pasco,  Washington 
July  9, 1992:  Coulee  Dam,  Washington 
July  14, 1992:  Boise,  Idaho 
July  15, 1992:  Lewiston,  Idaho 
July  16, 1992:  Kalispell,  Montana 

The  draft  SEIS  was  issued  on  October 
23, 1992.  A  45  day  comment  period  was 
held  with  public  meetings  at  the 
following  times  and  places; 

November  4, 1992:  Libby,  Montana 
November  5, 1992:  Kalispell,  Montana 
November  9, 1992:  Orofino,  Idaho 
November  10. 1992:  Lewiston,  Idaho 
November  12, 1992:  Boise,  Id^o 
November  16, 1992:  Portland,  Oregon 
November  17, 1992:  Hermiston,  Ckegon 
November  18, 1992;  Pasco,  Washington 
November  19, 1992:  Grand  Coulee, 

Washington 

The  final  SEIS  was  prepared  and 
made  available  to  the  public  with  the 
notice  of  availability  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  March  5, 1993. 
During  the  30-day  comment  period,  on 
the  SEIS,  the  cooperating  agencies 
received  written  comments  horn 
approximately  39  Federal,  State,  and 
local  agencies,  organizations.  Native 
American  Tribes,  and  individuals.  BPA 
has  considered  these  comments.  The 
comments  are  substantive  but  not  new 
issues.  The  issues  were  encompassed  by 
the  1992  OA/EIS  and  the  SEIS. 

On  February  17, 1993  BPA,  Corps, 
and  Bureau  requested  of  NMFS  formal 
consultation  and  submitted  a  biological 
assessment  of  the  1993  operation  of  the 
FCRPS  (Appendix  J,  SEIS).  Prior  to 
submitting  the  biological  assessment 
numerous  meetings  were  held  among 
the  four  agencies  to  discuss  the 
proposed  operations  and  the  analysis. 

Ehiring  the  consultation  process,  the 
stafi  and  management  of  NMFS  and  the 
operating  agencies  had  almost  daily 
conversations  either  in  person  or  by 
telephone.  The  participants  extensively 
discussed  and  exchanged  information 


on  operation  of  the  FCRPS,  impacts  of 
the  FCRPS  upon  the  listed  species,  and 
w^s  to  reduce  the  impacts.' 

Formal  consultation  concluded  with 
issuance  of  NMFS*  FCRPS  B.O.  on  May 
26, 1993.  Although  formal  consultation 
has  ended,  the  NMFS  and  the  action 
agencies  continue  to  commimicate  as 
1993  operation  of  the  FCRPS  progresses. 

C.  Consideration  of  NMFS’  Biological 
Opinion  and  Additional  Analysis 
Enuring  Consultation 

On  May  26, 1993,  NMFS  issued  a 
biological  opinion  on  proposed 
operations  of  the  Federal  Columbia 
River  Power  System  (FCRPS).  The 
action  propos^  by  BPA,  COE,  and  BoR 
include  flow  and  nonflow  related 
measures.  For  a  description  of  these 
measures,  see  Part  VI  of  this  ROD.  See 
also  Part  II  of  the  FCRPS  Biological 
Omnion. 

To  determine  whether  the  proposed 
action  avoided  jeopardy  to  Snake  River 
sockeye,  NMFS  considers  the  human- 
induced  mortality  of  even  one  adult 
fish,  or  an  equivalent  impact,  to  be  a 
matter  of  grave  concern.  FCRPS  B.O.  at 
14-15.  Applying  this  standard  to  the 
proposed  action,  NMFS  concludes  that 
FC^S  improvements  for  1993  will 
reduce  mortality,  and  that  the  captive 
rearing  program  represents  a  dramatic 
increase  in  survival  of  juveniles  over 
what  would  be  expected  in  the  absence 
of  captive  rearing.  FCRPS  B.O.  at  64. 
Considering  these  improvements,  NMFS 
concludes  that  the  proposed  1993 
operation  of  the  FQIPS  is  not  expected 
to  reduce  appreciably  the  likelihood  of 
survival  of  the  species  and  therefore  is 
not  likely  to  jeopardize  the  continued 
existence  of  Snake  River  sockeye 
salmon.  FCRPS  B.O.  at  65. 

To  determine  whether  the  proposed 
action  avoided  jeopardy  to  Snake  River 
spring/summer  chinook  and  fall 
chinook,  NMFS  used  the  standard 
described  in  its  March  16, 1993, 
memorandum  entitled  “The  Section  7 
Consultation  I*rocess:  Analyzing 
Actions  that  May  Affect  Endangered  or 
Threatened  Snake  River  Salmon”.  See 
FCRPS  B.O.  at  16.  Applying  this 
standard  to  FCRPS  operations.  NMFS 
concludes  that  proposed  operation  of 
the  FCRPS  is  not  likely  to  jeopardize  the 
continued  existence  of  Snake  River 
sockeye,  spring/summer  chinook,  or  fall 


’  The  ESA  consultation  is  a  dynamic  and  iterative 
process.  At  one  point  during  the  consultation, 
NMFS  consider^  issuing  a  "jeopardy”  biological 
opinion.  NMFS  ultimately  rejected  this  option, 
b^use  of  improved  forecasts  of  spriirg  and 
summer  flow,  and  the  operating  agencies’ 
agreement  to  modify  th^  proposed  action  with 
additional  measures,  and  to  establish  an  inseason 
management  process  described  in  the  incidental 
take  statement 


chinook  salmon.  FCRPS  B.O.  at  64-66. 
NMFS  concludes  that  there  is  a 
reasonable  certainty  that  the 
populations  of  spring/summer  and  fall 
chinook  will  stabilize  in  four  life  cycles 
and  that  the  proposed  action  results  in 
a  meaningful  decrease  in  mortality 
relative  to  the  1986-90  base  period. 
FCRPS  B.O.  at  65-66. 

BPA *8  analysis  also  shows  significant 
reductions  in  mortality  and  projects  a 
reversal  of  population  declines  for  the 
listed  species.  BPA  has  conducted 
extensive  analyses  of  impacts  of  the 
FCRPS  upon  the  listed  anadromous 
species.  These  analyses  include  those  in 
the  SEIS,  the  FCRPS  Biological 
Assessment  (see  parts  IV,  V,  and  V.A.  of 
this  ROD)  and  consideration  of  the 
FCRPS  Biological  Opinion. 

These  analyses  also  include 
additional  studies  conducted  during 
consultation  with  NMFS  and  additional 
review  of  empirical  data  and  modeling. 
The  empirical  data  analysis  makes 
possible  estimates  of  adult  chinook 
salmon  population  levels  in  the  near 
term  and  reflects  the  status  of 
populations  as  affected  by  conditions  in 
the  last  few  years  prior  to  their  ESA 
listings  and  before  improvements  by  the 
operating  agencies  and  others  take 
efiect.  The  biological  modeling  analysis 
provides  projections  of  the  efiects  of  the 
operating  agencies’  proposed  action  on 
juvenile  survival  in  1993  and  future 
years,  and  the  effects  of  the  proposed 
action  on  spawning  escapement  trends. 

There  is  consistency  b^ween 
empirical  projections  and  baseline 
model  projections  (without  additional 
actions).  CRiSP  and  SLCM  allow  various 
measures  to  be  analyzed  and  evaluated. 
Empirical  data  analysis  provides 
additional  information  for  identifying 
potential  short-term  difficulties  with 
achieving  a  long-term  uptrend,  such  as 
a  risk  of  population  declines  below  a 
critically  low  point  fitim  which  an 
uptrend  would  be  difficult  to  achieve. 

The  following  summarizes  BPA’s 
review  of  empirical  and  modeling 
information  during  consultation  and  in 
consideration  of  NMFS’  B.O.  BPA  also 
identifies  ways  in  which  its  analyses 
differ  from  that  of  NMFS  and  considers 
how  to  more  rigorously  ensure  against 
likely  jeopardy  over  the  near  term. 

1.  Review  of  Empirical  Data 

Historical  trends,  in-season 
monitoring,  and  near-term  empirical 
forecasts  of  run  size  of  the  listed  salmon 
species  help  to  monitor  the  biolomcal 
status  of  the  populations  and  evaluate 
progress  towards  rebuilding  the  sj)ecies. 
Historical  trends  for  all  the  listed 
species  have  been  downward. 
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Several  indicators  are  relevant  to 
near-term  empirical  forecasts  of  the  run 
size  of  returning  spring/siunmer  and  fall 
Chinook.  They  are:  counts  of  returning 
adults  past  Lower  Granite  Dam.  redd 
counts,  jack  cmmts,  and  juvenile 
migration  counts,  llie  counts  and  count 
indices  contain  uncertainties,  and  near- 
term  projections  based  upon  empirical 
data  primarily  reflect  conditions  before 
some  listings  of  Snake  River  sockeye 
and  Chinook  took  place  and  before  some 
post-listing  improvements  take  effect. 
However,  &e  empirical  data  provide  an 
additional  tool  for  monitoring  the  health 
of  the  populations  of  these  species,  and 
in  subsequent  years  the  empirical  data 
should  reflect  post-listing  improvements 
in  conditions.  These  indicators  are 
important  information  to  consider  when 
assessing  the  near  term  health  of  the 
species. 

The  empirical  data  indicate  that,  for 
Snake  River  spring/summer  Chinook, 
the  near-term  estimate  is  for  generally 
stable  to  slightly  decreasing  escapement 
trends  compared  to  1989-1992  in  the 
near  term.  FCRPS  B.A.  at  32.  For  fall 
Chinook,  the  near-term  estimate  is  for 
continued  low  adult  Snake  River  fall 
Chinook  salmon  population  levels  in  the 
near  term.  FOIPS  B.A.  at  36.  A 
summary  of  this  data  appears  in  section 
V.A.2.  of  this  ROD  and  pp.  31-36  of  the 
FCRPS  B.A.  For  a  more  detailed  review 
please  see  Appendix  B  of  this  ROD. 
which  is  entitled,  “Review  of  Empirical 
Data”. 

2.  Review  of  Biological  Modeling 

Computer  models  were  used  during 
consultations  with  NMFS  to  project  the 
biological  ejects  of  proposed  river 
operations  and  other  nonflow  measures 
on  the  listed  Snake  River  chinook 
salmon.  The  application  of  hshery 
models  was  essential  to  a 
comprehensive  and  quantitative 
evaluation  of  the  many  factors  that 
combine  to  change  juvenile  fish  passage 
survival  and  the  long-term  population 
trends  of  the  ESA  salmon  stocks.  The 
model  analysis  and  supporting 
documentation  provide  a  record  of  the 
data,  assumptions,  and  scientific 
reasoning  applied  in  the  assessment  of 
alternatives  and  were  an  important 
communication  tool  for  consultation 
with  NMFS.  The  juvenile  passage 
survival  projections  from  the  CIUSP 
model  were  used  by  NMFS  as  the  basis 
for  evaluating  the  proposed  1993  river 
operations  relative  to  1986-1990  levels 
of  survival  (first  part  of  NMFS  no¬ 
jeopardy  standard).  The  adult 
population  trend  projections  frnm  the 
SLCM  model  were  used  by  NMFS  as  the 
basis  for  evaluating  the  combined  efiects 
of  the  River  fall  chinook  in  the  near¬ 


term.  FCRPS  BA  at  77.  Recent 
population  declines,  together  with  low 
jack  coimts  and  low  numbers  of  redds 
in  1992,  warrant  concern  that  adult 
returns  may  not  improve  over  the  next 
few  years.  But  long-term  population 
projections  are  positive.  Ufe-cycle 
modeling  proje^ons  indicate  that 
improvements  in  juvenile  passage 
survival  and  adult  escapement,  in 
combination  with  other  life  stage 
improvements  stemming  firom  habitat, 
harvest,  and  adult  migration  measures 
should  lead  to  reversal  of  the  current 
population  decline  and  increased  future 
populations  levels. 

a.  Analyses  Requested  by  NMFS. 
Several  modeling  runs  were  performed 
at  the  request  of  NMFS  during  formal 
consultation.  These  analyses  included 
changes  in  model  parameters  requested 
by  NMFS,  evaluation  of  alternative  river 
operations,  and  updates  reflecting  new 
projections  for  1993  water  conditions. 
Additional  life  cycle  analyses 
subsequent  to  the  BA  were  also 
performed  to  further  examine  the  eflect 
of  the  past  3  years  of  poor  water 
conditions  on  chinook  population 
trends.  (See  Appendix  D.)  The  analyses 
considered  alternative  system 
operations  that  were  within  the 
flexibility  of  operating  constraints 
analyzed  in  the  1993  SEIS. 

(1)  Analysis  Using  NMFS  Model 
Parameters.  Project^  changes  in 
juvenile  fish  survival  (CRiSP)  and  adult 
population  trends  (SLCM)  using  model 
parameters  and  changes  in  future 
conditions  provided  by  NMFS  on 
January  19, 1993,  were  provided  to 
NMFS  on  February  2, 1993. 

The  projections  of  changes  in  juvenile 
fish  survival  for  the  1993  operating  year 
using  NMFS  model  values  showed  very 
similar  results  to  BPA’s  analysis  in  the 
BA.  In  general,  these  results  showed 
substantial  increases  in  juvenile 
survival  for  1993  and  later  years.  The 
mediem  value  of  projected  juvenile 
survival  for  1993  increased  relative  to 
the  baseline  conditions  by  5,  7,  and  23 
percent  for  spring,  summer,  and  fall 
chinook  respectively. 

The  proje^ions  of  chinook  adult 
population  trends  using  NMFS  model 
values  were  very  similar  to  BPA’s 
projections  in  the  BA.  The  projections 
showed  improving  population  trends 
and  substantial  decreases  in  the 
probabilitv  of  declining  run  sizes  for  all 
three  stocks.  The  probability  of  the 
population  falling  below  specified 
bench  marks  at  the  end  of  the  40  year 
simulations  (assuming  all  levels  of 
uncertainty  in  mitigation  efiectiveness) 
decreased  from  31,  21,  and  75  percent 
to  less  than  1, 1,  and  1  percent  for 


spring,  summer,  and  fall  chinook 
respectively. 

(2)  Early  Projections  Reflecting  1993 
Water  Conditions.  Estimates  of  juvenile 
fish  survival  for  early  projections  of 
1993  water  conditions  (provided  as  a 
high  and  low  range)  and  for  NMFS 
suggested  flow  targets  were  provided  to 
NMFS  in  March.  Th6se  analyses 
continued  to  use  the  model  values 
provided  by  NMFS.  The  average 
juvenile  survival  for  actual  water 
conditions  observed  in  a  base  period  of 
1986  through  1990  were  also  provided 
for  comparison  at  the  request  of  NMFS. 

The  projected  range  of  flow  levels 
(both  high  and  low)  in  combination 
with  other  nonflow  measures  showed 
substantial  survival  improvements  for 
both  spring,  summer  and  fall  chinook. 
The  projected  juvenile  survival  levels 
for  1993  compared  to  the  1986  through 
1990  survival  levels  showed  24,  34,  and 
63  percent  increases  imder  low  runoff 
conditions  and  30, 40,  and  81  percent 
increases  under  high  nmofl  conditions 
for  spring,  summer,  and  fall  chinook 
respectively. 

(3)  Updated  Water  Projections  and 
Alternative  Operations.  Additional 
juvenile  survival  analyses  were 
provided  to  NMFS  in  April  and  May 
based  on  updated  water  projections. 
Some  of  these  projections  included 
alternative  operations  that  were  under 
consideration  including  a  shift  of  1 
MAF  from  the  spring  flow  augmentation 
period  into  July.  These  analyses 
continued  to  use  model  values 
revested  by  NMFS. 

The  baseline  survival  increased  in  the 
final  set  of  model  nms  due  to  an  error 
correction  in  the  baseline  flow  data  for 
the  two  months  of  April  and  August. 
This  correction  also  increased  the  post- 
Bonneville  transportation  survival 
which  is  based  on  inriver  survival 
during  certain  baseline  years.  While  this 
data  correction  increased  the  absolute 
survival  levels,  it  had  only  minimal 
effect  on  the  relative  changes  in  juvenile 
survival  being  used  by  N^^S  as 
evaluation  criteria  during  consultation. 

The  analyses  performed  during  April 
and  early  May  of  updated  water 
condition  projections  showed 
substantial  changes  both  up  and  down 
in  the  projected  juvenile  survival 
improvements  for  1993  relative  to  the 
average  survival  modeled  for  the  1986- 
90  baseline  period.  These  survival 
changes  were  the  result  of  changes  in 
projected  water  conditions  based  on 
changes  in  the  weather  as  opposed  to 
changes  in  proposed  river  management 
actions.  The  effect  of  changes  in  the 
weather  on  the  evaluation  of  river 
management  actions  raised  significant 
concerns  about  the  appropriateness  of 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  58,  No.  141  /  Monday,  July  26,  1993  /  Notices 


40011 


using  the  survival  in  1986-1990  as  a 
baseline  for  comparisons  instead  of  the 
1986-1990  management  actions  with 
the  current  year’s  water  conditions 
(which  was  used  in  1992  consultations). 

The  final  analyses  provided  to  NMFS 
dated  May  10  showed  substantial 
improvements  in  juvenile  survival  for 
1993  conditions  relative  to  the  average 
survival  in  1986-1990.  This  analysis 
showed  relative  increases  in  juvenile 
survival  of  18, 20.  and  71  percent  for 
spring,  summer,  and  fall  chinook 
respectively, 

b.  Evaluation  of  additional  analyses 
conducted  during  consultation.  'Hie 
additional  analysis  conducted  during 
consultation  with  NMFS  supported 
BPA’s  analysis  of  spring,  summer,  and 
fall  chinook  juvenile  passage  survival 
and  adult  spawning  escapement  trends 
provided  in  the  BA  for  1993  River 
Operations.  Both  sets  of  analyses 
showed  substantial  improvements  in 
juvenile  survival  for  all  three  chinook 
species.  In  addition,  life-cycle  model 
projections  indicate  that  the 
improvements  in  juvenile  survival,  in 
combination  with  other  life  stage 
improvements  should  lead  to  reversal  of 
the  near-term  population  decline  and 
increased  future  population  levels. 

c.  Issues  regarding  NMFS  application 
of  models.  NMFS'  application  of 
biological  models  and  development  of 
supporting  documentation  provide  a 
valuable  record  of  the  science  applied  in 
the  Biolc^cal  Opinion.  The  model 
analyses  provide  estimates  of  the  effects 
of  future  actions  on  the  survival  of  listed 
species  critical  to  evaluation  of 
alternatives.  BPA  fully  supports  the 
continued  use  and  development  of 
modeling  tools  and  supporting 
biological  data  and  collection  of 
biological  survival  data  (see  discussion 
in  Appendix  D,  about  Conservation 
Measure  G).  Uncertainty  in  model 
projections  should  be  r^uced  through 
future  survival  studies  and  increased 
monitoring  and  evaluation  of  salmon 
enhancement  measures. 

BPA  has  some  concerns  with  NMFS' 
application  of  model  results  in  their 
analysis,  which  we  believe  could  be 
improved.  These  concerns  include 
problems  with  the  base  period  survival 
levels  used  in  the  analysis,  assumptions 
on  the  effects  certain  actions  may  nave 
on  life  stage  stirvivals,  and  the  use  of 
changes  in  mortality  instead  of  changes 
in  survival  as  a  criterion.  In  addition, 
NMFS  makes  some  incorrect 
interpretations  in  the  evaluation  of 
model  output  from  CRiSP  and  SLCM 
and  in  the  comparison  of  different 
models  used  in  the  analyses.  These 
issues  are  discussed  in  detail  in 


Appendix  D,  "Issues  Regarding  NMFS’ 
Application  of  Models.” 

3.  Use  of  Flow  to  Benefit  Fish 

In  NMFS’  Incidental  Take  Statement, 
flow  is  the  primary  mechanism  for 
improving  the  survival  rate  of  the  listed 
species  during  their  downstream 
migration  through  the  Snake  and 
Columbia  Rivers.  FCRPS  B.O.  at  pp.  91- 
92.  NMFS  prefers  streamflows  that  meet 
or  exceed: 

Snake  River 

•  85  kefs  at  Lower  Granite  from  April 
30  through  June  20; 

•  50  kefs  at  Lower  Granite  from  June 
21  through  July  31; 

Columbia  River 

•  200  kefs  at  McNary  Dam  from  April 
20  throu^  Tune  30; 

•  160  kefs  of  McNary  Dam  from  July 
1  through  July  31. 

These  figures  represent  a  substantial 
increase  in  flow  levels  over  1992.  The 
increased  flow  levels  for  summer 
periods  are  particularly  difficult  to 
achieve  at  a  time  when  the  Columbia 
River  system  is  experiencing  one  of  the 
worst  droughts  in  recorded  history. 

They  also  jeopardize  attempts  to  help 
retiuning  fall  adults,  which  studies 
show  to  be  at  significant  risk. 

NMFS’  biological  justification  for 
spring  flows — ^Those  from  mid-April 
through  late  June — is  based  on  (1) 
increasing  the  migration  rate  and  (2) 
flow/stirvival  data  from  the  1970s. 

NMFS  states  that  slow  miction 
increases  exposure  to  predators  and 
water  quality  problems,  such  as  high 
dissolved  gas  levels;  may  cause 
juveniles  to  lose  the  urge  to  migrate;  and 
increases  the  chances  of  juveniles 
entering  the  Columbia  estuary  dining 
less  favorable  environmental  conditions 
than  would  be  the  case  with  a  faster 
migration.  NMFS  then  cites  Petrosky’s 
(1991)  work  relating  Marsh  Creek 
chinook  adult  returns  to  flow  condition 
during  juvenile  outmigration.  Flow/ 
survival  relationships  described  by  Sims 
and  Ossiander  (1981)  form  the  basis  for 
NMFS’  recommended  flow  levels. 

NMFS’  biological  justification  for 
summer  flows — ^those  from  late  June 
through  July — ^is  based  solely  on 
purported  ^nefits  of  increasing  the 
migration  rate,  since  there  are  no  data 
on  the  relationship  between  flow  and 
survival  of  subyearling  smolts.  NMFS 
dtes  the  work  of  Berggren  and  Filardo 
(1991)  as  showing  that  decreased  travel 
time  of  subyearUng  chinook  was  related 
to  increased  flows,  provided 
smoltification  was  considered.  NMFS 
hypothesizes  that  decreased  travel  time 
leads  to  higher  survival  because  "faster 


movement  of  smolts  should  place  them 
in  the  reservoirs  earlier  in  the  season, 
when  water  temperatures  are  low 
*  *  *”  (NMFS,  1993a).  Since  predation 
rate  is  positively  relat^  to  temperature 
(Vigg  and  Burley  1991)  and  fish 
guidance  efficiency  is  inversely  related 
to  temperature  (e.g.,  Kcrma  et  ^  1985), 
NMFS  concludes  that  decreased  travel 
time  is  beneficial.  NMFS  prioritizes  use 
of  summer  flow  augmentation  for 
downstream  migrant  juvenile  fish  over 
upstream  migrant  adult  fish. 

This  section  of  the  ROD  explains  the 
important  distinction  between 
minimum  flow  levels  and  water 
volumes;  discusses  information  on  the 
efiect  of  flow  on  smolt  survival;  offers 
suggestions  for  improving  flow 
management;  and  descries  impacts  to 
the  FCRPS  of  implementing  the  B.O. 

The  points  raised  are  discussed  in 
detail,  along  with  comments  on  other 
flow  proposals,  in  Appendix  C. 

a.  Water  volume  versus  flow  level 
concepts.  A  “flow  level”  concept 
potentially  differs  dramatically  from  a 
"water  volume”  concept.  A  flow  level 
concept  potentially  requires  that  flow 
levels  at  predetermined  locations  meet 
or  exceed  a  minimum  level  during  a 
specified  period  of  time  regardless  of 
the  volume  of  water  available  to  meet 
those  flows.  BPA  does  not  support 
implementation  of  flow  levels. 

Use  of  flow  levels  raises  two  major 
concerns:  (1)  Biological  Assessment 
analyses  show  that  the  proposed  1993 
FCRPS  operations,  which  include  water 
volumes  set  aside  for  juvenile  fish  flow 
augmentation,  avoided  jeopardy  to  the 
continued  existence  of  listed  Snake 
River  stocks  according  to  NMFS’  own 
standards;  and  (2)  available  data, 
although  inconclusive,  suggest  that  the 
proposed  flow  levels  will  not  improve 
measurably  juvenile  or  adult  migration 
survival  of  listed  Snake  River  stocks 
beyond  that  achieved  by  the  water 
volumes  provided  by  the  proposed 
action. 

BPA  supports  actions  proposed  in  the 
BA  for  1993  and  subsequent  years, 
including  the  Water  Budget/volume 
concept  for  juvenile  fish  flow 
augmentation.  See  section  VI.  of  this 
ROD  and  Appendix  C  This  action  will 
provide  continued  improvement  in 
FCRPS  operation,  resulting  in  improved 
juvenile  and  adult  migration  survival  for 
all  Snake  and  Coliunbia  River 
salmonids. 

b.  Effect  of  Flow  on  Smolt  Survival 

Analysis  of  NMFS*  Biological  Basis  for 
Spring  Flows 

•  Once  yearling  have  initiated  directed 
migration,  they  appear  to  migrate  faster  with 
increased  flows  in  the  Snake  River.  However, 
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the  relationship  between  travel  time  and 
smolt  survival  is  uncertain. 

•  Existing  flow/survival  data  on  spring 
yearling  outmigrants,  such  as  Sims  and 
Ossiander  (1981),  may  provide  general 
indicators  of  the  effects  of  flow  on  survival 
in  the  Snake  River.  However,  BPA  has 
serious  concerns  about  the  level  of 
uncertainty  in  the  flow/survival  and  travel 
time/survival  relationships  that  have  been 
developed  from  these  data.  The  original 
studies  had  substantial  problems  in  study 
designs,  sampling  errors,  and  changing 
environmental  conditions  between  study 
years.  The  development  of  reservoir  specific 
survival  relationships  relies  on  a  large 
number  of  outdated  assumptions  on  dam 
passage  survival  during  the  years  of  the 
studies.  In  addition,  these  data  and 
relationships  were  not  corrected  for  6sh 
collected  and  transported  during  the  study 
years. 

At  most,  these  "best  available"  data  should 
only  be  used  to  estimate  relative  changes  in 
survival,  and  the  uncertainty  in  the  data 
should  be  recognized  in  any  quantitative 
analyses  supporting  water  management 
decisions  for  downstream  migrant  frsh.  Other 
factors  in  addition  to  river  flows  need  to  be 
considered  in  evaluating  fish  survival. 

•  Adult  return  data  are  important,  but 
cannot  be  used  to  assess  the  benefits  of  water 
velocity  for  smolt  survival. 

Analysis  of  NMFS'  Biological  Justification  for 
Summer  Flows 

•  No  flow/survival  data  exist  for 
subyearling  ffsh  in  the  Snake  and  Columbia 
rivers.  In  lieu  of  survival  data,  fish  managers 
have  used  travel  time  as  a  surrogate. 

•  We  disagree  with  NMFS  that  flow  is  a 
good  predictor  of  subyearling  Chinook  travel 
time.  In  frict,  reserach  by  NMFS  in  the  John 
Day  pool  refutes  this  contention  (Sims  and 
Miller  1982;  Miller  and  Sims  1983  and  1984.) 

•  Smolt  development  and  temperature 
probably  play  a  more  influential  role  in 
determining  subyearling  migration  behavior 
than  flow.  Only  when  these  two  variables  are 
included  can  the  migratory  behavior  of 
subyearlings  be  desoibed. 

•  Exposure  to  predators  in-river  is 
probably  decreased  as  travel  time  decreases, 
although  benefits  to  survival  have  not  been 
empirically  quantified. 

•  The  biological  window  for  entry  to  the 
estuary  is  probably  quite  large,  although  this 
topic  should  be  investigated. 

•  Priority  should  be  given  to  studying  the 
efficacy  of  augmenting  flows  in  siunmer  for 
temperature  control  to  benefit  adults. 

Multiple  Environmental  Factors  Affect 
Smolt  Survival,  Not  Just  Flow 

It  is  a  mistake  to  focus  almost 
exclusively  on  flow  to  protect  listed 
species  bemuse  other  environmental 
and  physical  factors,  hoth  riverine  and 
marine,  affect  smolt  survival.  Water 
temperattire,  degree  of  smoltification, 
gas  supersaturation,  and  bypass  outfall 
location  are  all  known  to  have 
significant  impacts.  And,  these  variables 
are  interrelated.  For  example,  travel 
time  is  related  to  level  of  smoltification 


which  is  related  to  temperature  and 
photoperiod.  Smolt  survival  is  affected 
by  a  complex  suite  of  variables;  flow  is 
not  the  only  one. 

Because  multiple  environmental 
factors  affect  smolt  survival,  a  more 
holistic,  ecosystem  approach  is 
necessary  to  improve  fish  survival. 
Especially  important  may  be  other  biotic 
factors  such  as  predators  and 
competitors.  Information  related  to  the 
mainstem  Lower  Snake  and  Columbia 
Rivers  as  an  ecosystem  are  critical. 

Statistically  Valid  Information  on  Smolt 
Survival  Is  Essential 

After  three  decades  of  research,  the 
region  still  lacks  necessary  information 
on  flow/survival  relationships.  We  are 
optimistic,  however,  that  recently 
developed  statistical  tools  and  tagging 
techniques  will  provide  increasingly 
reliable  estimates  of  smolt  survival. 
Survival  data  will  allow  us  to  measure 
the  benefits  of  actions,  such  as  flow 
augmentation,  designed  to  improve  fish 
survival  in-river.  Progress  toward 
rebuilding  salmon  stocks  is  dependent 
on  being  able  to  identify  the  magnitude, 
location,  and  mechanisms  affecting 
smolt  siirvival.  Such  data  are  critical  for 
making  major  water  management 
decisions  to  protect  and  enhance 
salmon  and  steelhead  populations  on  a 
soimd  scientific  basis. 

c.  Improved  flow  management  to 
benefit  fish.  BPA  supports  the  following 
measures  to  improve  flow  management 
so  that  the  limited  flow  resoxirces  can  be 
used  as  effectively  as  possible  to  benefit 
fish: 

•  Pulse  flows,  especially  in  the  Snake 
River.  Because  of  limited  storage  capability, 
particularly  in  the  Snake  River,  flow 
augmentation  cannot  be  provided  for  the 
entire  wild  juvenile  fish  migration  period 
that  spans  several  months.  Given  this 
situation,  an  alternative  water  use  strategy, 
called  pulsing,  was  proposed  by  BPA 
biologists  in  1990.  BPA  suggested  that  flows 
be  "pulsed"  as  a  method  of  moving  juvenile 
fish  downstream  to  transportation  collector 
dams  more  effectively.  Flow  augmentation 
releases  would  be  made  for  several  days  and 
then  rescinded  for  several  days.  This  on-and- 
off  pattern  would  be  repeated  throughout  the 
flow  augmentation  period.  Pulsing  flow 
augmentation  releases  would  provide 
increased  flow  levels  for  wild  stocks 
throughout  a  greater  proportion  of  their 
migration  period. 

•  Augment  flows  when  stocks  that  respond 
are  present.  Flows  may  not  need  to  be 
augmented  for  wild  summer  chinook 
juveniles,  the  earliest  migrants  in  the  Snake 
River  system.  These  fish  readily  move 
downstream  even  in  very  low  flow 
conditions  (Achord  1992  and  Mathews  et  al. 
1990  and  1992).  The  limited  water  supply 
may  be  better  used  for  spring  chinook  in 
early  to  mid  May.  Flow  augmentation  should 


be  targeted  at  the  stocks  most  likely  to 
respond  to  augmentation. 

•  Obtain  Real-time  monitoring  Data.  To 
allocate  more  efficiently  the  limited  water 
supply,  we  need  to  use  real-time  monitoring 
data  ^m  the  natal  streams  and  monitoring 
stations  along  the  river  as  juvenile  fish 
migrate  to  the  ocean.  Data  suggest  that  real¬ 
time  monitoring  could  help  to  allocate  more 
efficiently  available  flows  (e.g.,  Rondorf  and 
Miller  1993). 

d.  Physical  constraints  of  reservoir 
storage.  NMFS  recommendations  are 
difficult  to  meet,  given  the  physical 
constraints  of  the  Columbia  River.  The 
(Columbia  River  system  has  limited 
reservoir  storage  capacity.  Total 
(Columbia  River  storage  is  55.3  MAF.  Of 
this  total.  Snake  River  storage  capacity 
is  only  approximately  11  MAP.  Only  2 
MAF  is  available  from  Dworshak 
Reservoir,  and  1  MAF  is  available  from 
Brownlee  Dam,  which  is  controlled  hy 
a  private  entity,  the  Idaho  Power 
Company.  The  remaining  8  MAF  of 
storage  capacity  in  the  Snake  River  is 
divided  among  26  reservoirs  in  the 
Snake  River  above  Brownlee  Dam. 

These  limitations  and  weather 
vagaries  render  it  challenging  to  provide 
the  flows  that  NMFS  estimates  in  1993. 
To  do  so,  the  Dworshak,  Himgry  Horse, 
and  Libby  Reservoirs  may  have  to  be 
drawn  feu'  below  normal  water  levels. 
Recreation,  irrigation,  and  other  uses 
will  also  be  adversely  affected.  Action 
agencies  are  faced,  at  the  Libby 
Reservoir,  with  the  difficult  challenge  of 
managing  reservoir  operations  for 
juvenile  salmon  migration  while  also 
providing  outflows  of  water  believed  by 
the  USFWS  to  be  needed  for  white 
sturgeon,  a  candidate  ESA  species 
which  resides  in  the  Kootenai  River 
below  Libby  Dam. 

As  difficult  as  it  is  to  provide  NMFS 
flow  levels  contained  in  the  Incidental 
Take  statement,  it  could  be  physically 
impossible  to  provide  the  flow  levels 
that  NMFS  recommends  for  future 
consideration  as  a  conservation  measure 
without  literally  draining  the  storage 
reservoirs.  (NKffS  Biological  Opinion. 
Section  VIII.B.6.  at  p.  70) 

The  practical  effects  on  a  multi¬ 
purpose  river  system  are  obvious: 
resident  fish  and  wildlife,  irrigation, 
recreation,  transportation,  and  power 
use  must  be  ciulailed  or  severely 
restricted  so  that  reservoirs  can  be 
drafted  to  provide  flow  for  migrating 
listed  species.a 

•  Power  users  are  particularly  at  risk;  if  %vinter 
storms  do  not  refill  the  reservoirs,  BPA  will  be 
unable  to  call  on  hydro  power  to  meet  Northwest 
electric  needs.  The  hydro  system  comprises  94.6% 
of  BPA  total  electric  capacity.  The  economic  costs 
of  operatiimal  measures  are  expected  to  cost  BPA 
ratepayers.  For  additional  information,  see 
Appendix  C. 
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e.  Impacts  to  FCBPS  of  Implementing 
Flow  Levels  in  BO. 

Discussion  of  Additional  July 
Measures  Added  to  the  Biological 
Opinion  by  Letter.  During  the 
consultation  process,  Nhff  S  identified 
several  measures  that  they  expected 
could  minimize  incidental  take  of  the 
Snedce  River  juvenile  fall  chinook  in 
July.  The  action  agencies  agreed  to 
pursue  implementation  of  the  measiues, 
and  BPA  has  assessed  their  effect.  The 
additional  excess  energy  produced  by 
these  measures  is  estimated  to  be  about 
2500  average  megawatts.  The  net  cost  of 
the  group  of  measures  to  the  federal 
system  is  expected  to  range  from  $10- 
15  million  if  BPA  succeeds  in  signing 
contracts  with  other  utilities  to 
exchange  about  1100  average  megawatts 
in  July. 

Effects  on  FCRPS  of  implementing  the 
flow  levels  in  Measure  1  of  the 
incidental  take  statement.  In  their 
Biological  Opinion  on  1993  operations 
of  the  hydrosystem,  NMFS  recommends 
flow  levels  in  the  lower  Snake  and 
Columbia  Rivers.  They  described  the 
flow  levels  in  Section  VI  as:  85  kefs  in 
the  Snake  River  between  April  10  and 
June  20;  50  kefs  in  the  Snake  River 
between  June  21  and  July  31;  200  kefs 
in  the  lower  Columbia  River  between 
April  20  and  June  30;  and  160  cfs  in  the 
lower  Columbia  River  between  July  1 
and  July  31.  Further,  they  recommended 
these  flow  levels  on  a  biweekly  average 
basis. 

Recent  water  projections  indicate  that 
natural  streamflows  may  result  in  flows 
lower  than  the  flow  levels  described 
above.  If  so,  the  additional  costs  could 


be  $50-60  million.  Consequently,  as 
described  in  Measure  l.a(l)  of  the 
incidental  take  statement  (FCRPS  B.O. 
at  91),  the  operating  agencies  and  NMFS 
are  engaged  in  an  inseason  management 
process  to  determine  how  to  shape 
available  water  augmentation  volumes 
based  on  real  time  information 
regarding  the  timing  of  juvenile  salmon 
migration. 

BPA  also  analyzed  the  effects  on 
FCRPS  of  implementing  flow  levels, 
which  were  greater  than  the  ones  in  the 
1993  Plan,  described  by  NMFS  in  the 
Conservation  Recommendations  section 
of  the  1993  B.O.  To  summarize,  the 
increased  annual  net  cost  would  average 
83  million  dollars  with  single  year 
impacts  ranging  from  $0-430  million.  In 
addition,  these  increased  flow  levels 
would  produce  severe  impacts  to  the 
ecology  of  storage  reservoirs  emd 
economies  of  the  communities  that 
depend  on  them.  The  FCRPS  does  not 
have  the  storage  capacity  to  allow 
operators  to  meet  NMFS  Conservation 
recommendations  much  of  the  time.  See 
Appendix  C. 

/.  Summary.  In  conclusion.  BPA 
believes  that  the  biological  basis  for 
NMFS’  flow  recommendations  is  weak 
and,  even  if  it  was  not.  there  are  severe 
physical  constraints  on  storage  capacity 
of  FCRPS  that  may  preclude  the 
operating  agencies  from  meeting  the 
targets  in  some  years.  BPA  agrees  that 
adequate  quality  and  quantity  of  flow  is 
important  for  fish  survival.  The  key 
questions  are:  how  much  flow  is 
required  and  when  is  it  needed?  We 
encourage  the  region  to  strive  to  obtain 


definitive  scientific  data  to  answer  these 
questions. 

4.  Review  of  Non-Flow  Measures 

a.  Introduction.  There  are  other 
measures,  besides  flow,  that  are 
important  to  rebuilding  the  Snake  River 
stocks.  BPA  supports  such  actions  as: 
spill,  transportation,  peak  efficiency, 
.predator  control,  juvenile  and  adult 
bypass  improvements.  These  measures, 
which  are  described  briefly  below,  are 
discussed  in  detail  in  Appendix  E. 

b.  Spill.  Spill  is  an  interim  strategy  to 
improve  juvenile  fish  migration 
conditions  at  dams.  Available 
information,  however,  indicates  when 
spill  levels  are  too  hi^,  both  juvenile 
and  adult  fish  passage  conditions  may 
be  compromised  by  adverse  hydraulic 
conditions  and/or  excessive  gas 
supersaturation.  Therefore,  it  is 
imperative  to  consider  potential 
negative  effects  of  spill  when  spill  levels 
are  established.  In  some  cases,  spill 
levels  necessary  to  achieve  70/50  or  80/ 
70  percent  FPE  standards  result  in 
detrimental  conditions  to  fish.  These 
detrimental  effects  may  diminish  the 
anticipated  benefit  of  spill  to  project 
passage  survival,  and  in  some  cases, 
could  result  in  overall  decreases  in  fish 
survival. 

Since  1989,  spill  for  fish  passage  has 
been  based  on  the  1989  Fish  Spill 
Memorandum  of  Agreement  (MOA)  and 
consultation  with  I^tFS.  In  addition, 
the  operating  agencies  provided  spill  for 
fish  passage  at  Bonneville  Dam 
beginning  in  1992.  In  1993,  BPA  will 
manage  water  to  meet  the  following 
spill  provisions: 


Table  1.— 1993  Spill  for  Fish  Passage 


Project 

Spring 

Summer 

Dates 

Hours 

Amount 

Dates 

Hours 

Amount 

Bonrteville' . 

4/15-6/14 

24h/d 

50% 

6/15-8/31 

24h/d 

40% 

The  Dalles* . 

5/1-6/6 

24h/d 

10 

6/7-8/23 

24h/d 

5 

John  Day 3  . 

5/1-6/6 

0 

0 

6/7-8/23 

2000-0600 

20 

Ice  Harbor*  . . . 

4/15-5/31 

1800-0600 

60 

6/1-8/23 

1800-0600 

30 

'  Based  on  the  Corps’  1993  Fish  Passage  Plan. 

2Based  on  the  1989  Rsh  Spill  Memorandum  of  Agreement;  spill  typically  occurs  from  2000—0400.  ' 

3  Based  on  the  1989  Fish  SpiH  Memorandum  of  Agreement. 

4  Based  on  consultation  with  National  Marine  Fisheries  and  the  1993  Biological  Opinion  on  Operation  of  the  FCRPS. 

Note;  Pianrred  fish  spill  Is  not  provided  at  McNary,  Lower  Monumental,  Little  Goose,  or  Lower  Granite  Dams.  Actual  spill  may  be  modified 
following  consultation  with  NMFS  if  of  gas  bubble  disease  or  excessive  total  dissolved  gas  levels  are  observed. 


c.  Transportation.  BPA  supports  a  full 
transportation  program  consistent  with 
1993  planned  operations  as  described  in 
the  1993  FCRPS  Biological  Assessment. 

d.  Peak  efficiency.  BPA  will  make 
load  requests  consistent  with 
"Bonneville  Power  Administration’s 
System  Load  Shaping  Guidelines  to 


Enable  Operating  Turbines  at  Peak 
Efficiency’’.  The  Guidelines  enable 
operating  turbines  within  1  percent  of 
peak  efficiency  under  most  conditions 
during  the  fish  migration  but  allow 
turbine  operations  outside  peak 
efficiency  under  some  specified 
conditions. 


e.  Predator  control.  BPA  will  continue 
to  fund  the  fishery  agencies  and  Tribes 
to  implement  the  Squawfish 
Management  Program  in  1993  as 
follows: 

(1)  Sport-reward  fishery.  This  fishery 
ranges  from  the  mainstem  Columbia  and 
Snake  Rivers  up  to  Hell’s  Canyon  on  the 
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Snake  River  aond  Priest  Rapids  Dam  on 
the  Mid-Columbia. 

(2)  Dam  Auj^ing.  This  fishery  occurs 
at  the  eight  Federal  mainstem  dams. 

(3)  ResponsiblB  utilization  of 
harvested  wjuawfish. 

(4)  ReseaiCT  on  predator-prey 
d)mamics. 

(5)  Evahidion  of  the  eriectiveness  of 
the  program. 

(6)  Dewtepment  of  prey  protection 
aim^  at  reducing  predator^uey 
encounters  and  pi^ator  feedmg 
efficiency. 

/.  Juvemk  and  adult  passage 
improvemerits.Ta  improve  the  juvenile 
and  adult  passage  systems  during  1993, 
BPA  supports  Cmrps  in  the  following 
woik: 

(1)  At  Bonneville  Dam,  because  the 
poor  performance  of  the  juvenile  bypass 
facilities  fbrsiibyearling  chinook  in 
terms  of  both  guidance  efficiency 
and  fish  survival,  the  Corps  plans  to 
remove  all  eifomeisible  traveling  screens 
from  both  poweihouses  during  Uie 
summer  migration  season  as  an  interim 
action  to  improve  passage  smvival. 
Researchers  will  also  evaluate  fish 
guidance  efficiency  of  new  bypass 
improvements  at  ffie  second 
powerhouse  and  determine  fish  passage 
survival  through  the  first  powerhouse 
bypass. 

(2)  At  the  Dalles  Dam.  evaluate  fish 
guidance  efficiency  of  prototype 
extended-lepgffi  screens. 

(3)  At  McNary  Dam,  continue  testing 
prototype  metended-length  screens  for 
the  juvenile  bypass  facility. 

(4)  At  Ice  Haroor  Dam,  approximately 
2,000  cfs  will  be  discharged  through  the 
ice  and  trash  sluiceway  for  24  hours  per 
day  during  the  juvenile  passage  season. 
New  traveling  screens  will  be  installed 
in  all  turbine  units  and  fish  will  exit 
gatewells  through  new  14-inch  orifices. 
This  will  be  an  iirterim  operation  until 
a  new  juvenile  firii  bypass  facility  is 
completed  in  1996  (see  Corps’ 

Biological  Assessment  oa  interim 
Operations  of  Ice  Harbor,  October  1992). 

<5)  At  Lower  Monumental  Dam, 
conduct  tests  on  juvenile  fish  passage 
through  the  outfall  pipe  and  holding 
and  loading  facilities. 

(6)  At  Little  Goose  Dam.  evaluate  fish 
guidance  efficiency  of  prototype 
extended-length  screens. 

(7)  Corps’  Fish  Passage  Plan. 

(B)  Corps’  Project  Improvements  for 
Endangef^  Sp^es  Piogram. 

5.  Standard  for  Avoidance  of  jeopardy 

NMFS’  standard  for  avoidance  of 
jeop^y  calls  for  reductions  in  human- 
induced  mortality  by  each  action 
agency.  In  addition,  overall  reductions 
in  human-induced  mortality  by  action 


agencies  mid  otbeis  must  be  sufficient  to 
provide  reastmaUe  certainty  of  a 
reversal  of  popukthm  declfoes. 

BPA  supports  this  coaoept.  The 
re^on  must  eckieve  a  reversal  of 
populatioo  deduaes,  and  each  actor 
mriit  contribute  lo  this  reversal  by 
reducing  nKutality  tor  increcsii^ 
survival)  resulthig  from  its  actions. 
However,  BPA  has  concerns  with 
potential  misapplicatioa  of  this  concept. 
Brief  descr^tiims  of  three  concerns 
follow. 

First,  BPA  bdieves  that  NMFS 
underestimates  the  increases  in  survival 
(and  reductions  in  human-induced 
moitalityj  achieved  by  the  operating 
agencies.  This  imderestimation 
potentially  leads  the  operating  agencies 
to  imderta^  more  measures  than 
necessary  to  avoid  jeopardy. 

Second.  NMFS  tends  to  focus  on 
projections  of  flow  levels,  which  will 
vary  with  naturd  conditions.  This 
emphasis  raises  a  concern  that  NMFS 
might  misapply  the  no-jeopardy  concept 
by  ignoring  ffie  fact  that  actual  flows 
will  sometimes  be  above  and  sometimes 
below  earlier  projections  and  instead 
construe  prior  projections  flows  as 
conditions  for  avmding  jeopardy. 

Third,  NhffB*  application  of  the 
standard  allows  continued 
popuktioB  declines  ovm'  flw  short  term 
before  stabilization  occurs.  Given  the 
low  populations  of  the  listed  species, 
coiAiflued  declines  expose  the  species 
to  continued  demographic  risks  of 
extinction.  CoRsequently,  BPA  favors 
considereftioB  of  a  more  rigorous 
applic^ion  of  the  standard  that  averts 
short-term  declines.  One  example  for 
consideration  is  annual  increases  in  a 
rolling  three-year  median  escapement. 
Such  a  standard  places  more  emphasis 
upon  measures  with  near  term  benefits 
upon  the  listed  species,  such  as  reduced 
harvest  and  improved  passage 
condititms  for  returning  adults. 

For  a  more  tximplete  ccmsideration  of 
these  concerns,  see  Appendix  A  of  this 
ROD,  which  is  entitled,  ’’Review  of 
NMFS  No-  jeopardy  Siwdard.” 

fi.  Fishery  Management 

Improvements  in  fishery  management 
are  critical  to  improvements  in 
spawning  escapement  and  survival  of 
the  listed  species.  Current  management 
regimes  could  achieve  dramatic 
increases  in  escapement  over  the  short 
term.  In  Appendix  E.  entitled  Review  of 
Fishery  Management  identifies  changes 
in  fishery  management  that  could 
achieve  these  increases. 

7.  Critic^  Habitat 

Federal  agencies  have  a  responsibility 
to  ensure  that  their  actions  are  not  likely 


to  resuh  in  the  destrabtion  or  adverse 
modification  of  critical  habitat  of  listed 
species.  16  tJ.S.C  153S(a)(2).  Recently 
NMFS  proposed  designations  of  critical 
habitat  for  Snake  River  aockeye,  spring/ 
sumram  dmioak,  and  iril  chinoolt  57 
FR  570S1 0)ec.  2, 1992).  To  assist 
dectsionin^ng,  the  action  agencies 
have  treated  the  proposed  designation  of 
critical  hdjitat  as  thouj^  it  were  final 
and  included  Ibe  ocean,  watersheds, 
and  water  frum  the  L^rper  Snake  River. 
BPA  actions  aSect  the  river  system 
habitat  of  listed  specks. 

The  regulatory  definition  of  the 
destructicm  or  Averse  modification  of 
critical  hebitat  is  similar  to  that  for 
jeopardy.  50  C.F.R.  402.02. 
Consequently.  K*A’6  review  of  impacts 
on  the  lirted  species  eiKxrmpasses 
analysis  of  impacts  on  critical  habitat 
The  operating  agencies  have  engc^ed  in 
extensive  consultation  with  NMFS  to 
consider  whether  the  proposed  action 
jeopardizes  the  continued  existence  of 
the  species  or  results  in  the  dertruction 
or  advMse  raodifioetion  of  thek  critical 
habitat. 

Critical  habitat  interacts  with 
population  denogrephics  to  determine 
the  reproductive  potential  and  foture 
populatioi  trajectory  of  a  listed  salmon 
specks.  In  its  comments  to  NMFS.  BPA 
(1993a)  documented  ks  rationale  for 
adding  areas  to  NMFS’  proposed 
designation  of  critical  habitat. 

N^S  proposed  for  designation  as 
critical  habitat  the  lower  reaches  of  the 
mainstem  Clearwater  River.  57  FR 
570S1  (Dec.  2, 1992).  In  addition,  BPA 
(1993a)  recommended  to  NMFS  that 
additional  areas  of  the  Clearwater  River 
system  should  be  included  as  critical 
habitat  for  fall  chinook.  This  essential 
habitat  includes  the  upstream  areas  of 
the  mainstem  Clearwater  that  are 
accessible  to  and  utilized  by  fall 
chinook  spawncss,  and  the  water 
quantity  and  quality  attributes  from  the 
inaccessible  areas  of  the  Northfork 
Clearwater  River  above  Dworshak  Dam 
(BPA  1993a,  pages  12-16).  Natural 
production  in  the  essential  spawning 
and  rearing  habitats  is  needed  for  the 
fall  chinook  popuktions  to  stabilize  in 
the  near  tom,  and  evsntoally  recover. 
The  lower  Clewwater  River  has 
extensive  spawning  and  rearing  habitat 
Bvailabk  fall'd^ook  which  is 
currently  not  being  seeded  due  to  low 
spawners  escapement  (Amsberg  et  al. 
1992).  Cramer  and  Neeley  (1993) 
estimated  that  the  run  size  of  fall 
chinook  salmon  lo  the  Snake  River 
would  be  40  times  higher  (about 
200,000  vs.  5,000  edult^  if  habits  in 
the  Clearwatler  Basin  were  seeded. 

Both  (^laatity  and  tpsality  issues  ara 
important  to  the  cntical  habitat  of 
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spring/summer  chinook  since  available 
spawning  and  rearing  habitat  is  not 
currently  seeded  due  to  low  escapement 
(IDFG 1992),  and  the  habitat  essential 
for  the  survival  and  recovery  of  the 
species  is  substantially  degraded 
(Chapman  and  Witty  1993).  The  critical 
spawning  and  rearing  habitat  for  Snake 
lUver  sp^g/summer  chinook  is  much 
more  extensive  than  for  fall  chinook:  It 
includes  the  entire  Grande  Ronde, 
Imnaha,  Salmon,  and  Tucannon 
subbasins,  and  Asotin,  Granite,  and 
Sheep  creeks.  57  FR  57051  (Dec.  2, 

1992).  In  its  comments  to  NMFS,  BPA 
(1993a)  documented  the  rationale  for 
including  the  accessible  portions  of  the 
Clearwater  Basin  for  spring/summer 
chinook  spawning  and  rearing  critical 
habitat. 

Ch^man  and  Witty  (1993)  analyzed 
the  effects  of  various  factors  causing 
degradation  of  essential  spawning, 
rearing,  and  migratory  habitat  for  Snake 
River  spring/summer  chinook  salmon, 
and  recommended  mitigative  actions  to 
improve  survival  and  promote  recovery. 
Enhancement  actions  proposed  by 
Chapman  and  Witty  (1993)  include 
elements  relating  to:  (a)  enhancement 
and  monitoring  of:  Instream  flows, 
water  quality,  and  temperatures:  (b)  use 
of  flow  augmentation  based  on  the 
results  of  reach  flow-survival  research; 
(c)  implementation  of  land  and  water 
management  policy  in  accordance  with 
federal  regulations  (e.g..  Forest  Practices 
Act  (USFS  guidelines  and  Best 
Management  Practices).  Dredge  and 
Placer  Mining  Act,  Surface  Mining  Act, 
Stream  Channel  Protection  Act,  and 
Clean  Water  Act);  (d)  hatchery  reform 
and  evaluation  ;  and  (e)  reseat  to 
address  critical  uncertainties  (also  see 
Whitney  et  al.  1993b). 

VI.  Administrator’s  Decision 

Based  upon  the  administrative  record, 
including  the  1993  SEIS,  the  FCRPS  BA, 
the  FCRPS  B.O.  and  this  ROD,  BPA  has 
decided  to  implement  the  proposed 
action  for  reservoir  regulation  and 
project  operations  for  1993  and  future 
years.  The  selected  action  is  a 
modification  of  the  Preferred 
Alternative  identified  in  the  SEIS, 
however,  the  environmental  impacts  of 
the  selected  action  are  substantially  the 
same  as  those  analyzed  within  the 
accompanying  NEPA  documentation, 
particularly  within  Alternative  4  of  the 
SEIS.  Additionally,  BPA  has  further 
evaluated  impacts  associated  with  the 
selected  action,  as  noted  in  Appendix  C. 
The  selected  action  is  the 
environmentally  preferred  alternative 
because  it  provides  optimal  benefits  for 
fish  and  wildlife.  In  selecting  this 
action,  BPA  has  adopted  all  practical 


means  to  avoid  or  minimize 
environmental  harm. 

Praised  FCRPS  Operations  for  1993 
and  Future  Years 

The  proposed  actions  are  grouped 
into  several  categories:  flow-related 
actions,  spill-related  actions,  and  non¬ 
flow  measures.  Although  the  action 
agencies  coordinate  their  activities  in 
the  operation  and  management  of  the 
FCRPS,  discrete  agency  actions  are 
identified  for  purposes  of  determining 
statutory  and  contractual  responsibility. 

1.  Flow-Related  Actions 

Flow-related  actions  are  reservoir 
operations,  flow  augmentation,  and 
flood  control  transfers.  Under  reservoir 
operations,  the  Corps  will  operate  the 
four  lower  Snake  River  projects  (Ice 
Harbor.  Lower  Monumental,  Little 
Goose,  and  Lower  Granite)  near 
minimum  operating  pool  from  April  1  to 
July  31.  The  Corps  will  operate  the  three 
lower  Columbia  River  reservoirs 
(Bonneville,  McNary,  and  the  Dalles)  in 
the  normal  operating  range,  and  the 
John  Day  reservoir  will  be  lowered  Ao 
minimum  irrigation  pool  from  May  1  to 
August  31,  unless  higher  pool  levels  are 
required  to  avoid  impacts  to  irrigation 
intake  facilities  on  the  reservoir. 

Flow  augmentation  actions  involve 
releases  of  water  in  addition  to 
minimum  operating  flows.  BPA 
proposes  to  augment  lower  Columbia 
River  flows  horn  May  1  to  June  30  by 
increasing  the  3.45  ^^llion  Acre  Feet 
(MAF)  Water  Budget  releases  with 
additional  flow  augmentation  of  up  to 
3.0  MAF  with  releases  horn  Arrow 
reservoir  and  horn  the  BOR-operated 
Grand  Coulee  reservoir.  However,  BPA 
and  BOR  will  retain  the  ability  to  shift 
up  to  1.0  MAF  from  the  3.0  MAF  spring 
augmentation  to  the  siunmer  period  of 
July  1  to  July  30.  The  additional  storage 
will  be  obtained  if  required  through 
power  purchase  and  exchange  activities, 
with  associated  storage  carried  out  by 
BPA.  Brownlee  operation  will  reflect 
historical  releases  plus  110  thousand 
acre  feet  (KAF)  Water  Budget  releases  in 
May. 

In  addition,  BPA  expects  to  enter  into 
an  agreement  to  arrange  firm  releases  of 
NTSA  water  from  BCH  in  the  July 
period  to  increase  summer  flows  in  the 
lower  (Columbia  River  up  to  10  kefs.  To 
increase  these  flows  an  additional  4 
cubic  feet  per  second  (kefs),  BOR  has 
agreed  to  provide  an  additional  3  feet  of 
draft  at  Grand  Coulee  in  July.B 

•Water  U  “drafted'*  from  a  reservoir  when  it  is 
released  horn  a  storage  reservoir.  Grand  Coulee  is 
a  storage  reservoir.  Other  projects,  like  the  4  lower 
Snake  River  projects  are  “run  of  the  river"  projects 
meaning  that  they  have  no  storage  capability. 


At  Dworshak  reservoir  on  the  north 
fork  of  the  Clearwater  River  in  Idaho, 
the  Corps  will  provide  supplemental 
releases  of  1,000  MAF  from  April  10  to 
Jvme  20,  plus  minimum  flows  of  1.2  kefs 
if  the  runoff  forecast  is  16  MAF  or 
less.io  If  the  runoff  forecast  is  greater 
than  16  MAF,  924  KAF  will  be  available 
for  flow  augmentation,  subject  to  refill 
and  resulting  flows  at  Lower  Granite 
Dam.  Id.  The  Corpses  also  agreed  to 
retain  flexibility  to  shift  a  portion  of  the 
spring  flow  augmentation  water  to  the 
June  21  to  July  31  period  to  aid  juvenile 
fall  chinook.  Id.  From  Jime  21  to 
September  30.  the  Corps  will  provide 
470  KAF,  above  1.2  kefs  minimum 
discharge,  which  includes  an  additional 
release  of  up  to  200  KAF  above  1.2  kefs 
in  July  and/or  August  to  benefit  summer 
juvenile  migrants  and/or  adult  migrants. 
Id. 

To  ensure  a  high  probability  of  being 
on  flood  control  rule  curve  by  April 
1994,  the  Corps  will  maintain  1.2  kefs 
discharge  from  October  through  April, 
unless  higher  discharges  are  required  for 
flood  control  or  for  short-term  fmwer 
emergendes.ii  On  December  15,  the 
Corps  will  seek  to  be  at  the  1,558  foot 
elevation  in  the  reservoir,  which  is  the 
winter  flood  draft  maximum  elevation. 
This  Dworshak  operation  will  allow 
more  flexibility  by  providing  more 
water  that  can  be  shaped  on  a  short-term 
basis. 

For  the  April  15  to  Jime  15  period,  the 
Bureau  and  BPA  will  arrange  for  the 
release  of  up  to  190  KAF  from  Bureau 
projects  and  upper  Snake  River  water 
banks,  respectively.  The  availability  of 
water  for  rental  is  dependent  upon 
water  surplus  to  irrigation  demands. 

The  Bureau  has  also  agreed  to  retain  the 
flexibility  to  shift  a  portion  of  the  spring 
Snake  River  augmentation  water  to  the 
Jime  21  to  July  31  sxunmer  period.  BPA 
and  Bureau  will  arrange  with  Idaho 
Power  Company  (IPC)  for  the  release  of 
up  to  137  KAF  of  storage  from  Brownlee 
reservoir  in  July.  This  release  is 
dependent  upon  refill  of  the  137  KAF 
amoxmt  in  Brownlee  reservoir  in  August 
from  uncontracted  storage  with  Bureau 
projects  and  surplus  irrigation  water 
made  available  for  flow  augmentation 
from  Idaho  water  banks.  ITC  has  also 
agreed  to  release  up  to  100  KAF  from 
Brownlee  reser\'oir  during  the 

to  Dworshak  is  a  project  with  a  significant 
reservoir.  Historically,  the  Dworshak  reservoir  has 
been  maintained  at  a  Ughar  pool  elvation  than  will 
be  possible  under  the  NMFS  Biological  Opinion. 
The  high«  elevati<Hi  allowed  recreational 
opportunities.  Now  Dworshak  is  being  drawndown 
significantly  to  support  increased  Snt^  River 
flows,  to  the  detriment  of  recreation. 

Flood  control  rule  curve  is  a  curve,  or  family 
of  curves,  indicating  reservoir  drawdown  required 
to  control  floods. 
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September  1-^30  period  lor  tempMeture 
control,  likewise  during  tkis  period. 

BPA  and  BOR  will  arrange  for  the 
release  of  100  KAF  from  the  upper 
Snake  River  basin  for  tes[^>erature 
control.  IbisT^ease  may  be  dependent 
upon  the  availdsdity  of  surplus 
ini^ation  water  in  t^  upper  Snake 
River  Basin. 

Flow  alimentation  can  be  enhanced 
by  flood  cc^rol  translars,  %vfaich 
invtdve  shifring  system  flood  control 
stors^  capedty  one  reservoir  to 
anotJ^.  If  tibe  April  forecast  predicts 
runoff  to  Dworshdc  of  3j0  MAF  or  less 
betwem  April  15  and  30,  the  COE  will 
shift  Dwoishak  system  flood  control 
requiremaats  to  the  BOR  Grand  Ckndee 
reservoir.  If  necessary,  Brownlee  system 
flood  contnd  requirements  will  alre  be 
transferred  to  G^d  Coulee. 

To  replace  or  mitigate  the  lost 
hydroelectric  generation  caused  by  any 
of  these  flow-i^ated  actions,  BPA  will 
purdiase  or  exchange  amounts  of  power 
equivalent  to  tha  amounts  that  wc^d 
have  been  generated  if  the  additional 
water  stored  for  flow  augmentation  or 
the  amounts  spilled  had  been  available 
for  power  production. 

2.  Spill-Related  Actions 

Spill  is  the  passage  of  water  ovk-  a 
project  spillway  without  going  thrc»i|^ 
the  turbines  to  produce  efectricity.  Spill 
can  be  forced,  when  there  is  no  storage 
capability  and  flows  exceed  tuibine 
capacity.  The  spill  actions  which  are  the 
subject  of  this  record  of  decision, 
however,  ere  planned.  They  will  spill 
water  to  aid  migration  of 
downstream  juveniles.  Juvenile  survival 
is  known  to  be  increased  when  fish  eoe 
spilled  over  a  dam  which  does  not  have 
adequate  fish  bypass  facilities.  However, 
spill  also  increases  nitrogen 
supersaturation  in  water,  which  can 
adversely  idfect  fish. 

Pursuant  to  a  Spill  Agreement 
previously  executed  by  BPA  fish 
agencies  and  Tribes,  and  the  April  1992 
Biological  Opinion,  BPA  will  request, 
and  the  Corps  will  implement,  spill  at 
The  Dalles.  John  Day,  and  ice  H^or 
dams.i2  Spin  at  Bonneville  dam  will  be 
in  accordance  wiffi  the  Corps’  1993  Fish 
Passage  Plan  (FPP).  Fidi  agencies  and 
Tribes  will  m^e  spill  requests  through 
the  Fish  Passage  Center,  a  BPA  fund^ 
entity.  The  COE  will  continue  to  operate 
the  Dissolved Cas  Monitoring  Program. 


•illia  spill agzMDwnt  was  eKscutad  in  IMS  and 
provides  that  sapadfic  amomd  of  water  be  paned 
ov«  the  spilheajw  at  certain  Corps  dams  to  improve 
juvenile  fish  'pawege  The  egreement  is  efiective  fixr 
to  years  or  until  pennaiwmt  fish  pa***g"  fadlifies, 
sudi  u  ecmiwii.  era  be  installed  at  the  dams.  BPA 
ratepayers  will  aepay  the  cost  of  the  screens  as  a 
part  of  protect  costs. 


The  program  provides  automated 
measurements  of  dissolved  gas 
concentrations  from  23  stations  along 
the  river  system.  In  1993,  spill  for  fisdi 
passage  will  not  be  provide  at  the 
Lower  Granite.  Little  Goose,  Lower 
Monumental,  rad  McNary  projects. 

SpiU  is  not  needed  at  these  facilities 
b^use  juvenile  salmon  are  b«ng 
collected  and  transported  by  barge  from 
these  fecdlities.'is 

3.  Non-Flow  Measures 

In  additioa  to  flow-  and  spill-related 
actions  proposed  by  the  FC^S 
agencies.  BPA,  the  Corps  and  Bureau 
undertake  othm'  measuras  within  their 
respectxva  statutory  authorities  to 
improve  conditioos  for  weak 
anadromouB  stocks,  e^ieci^y  the  listed 
species.  A  full  description  of  these 
measures  for  1993  is  contained  in 
Appendix  A  of  the  Biological 
Assessment.  fSEIS  Appendix  }).  Some  of 
these  measures  were  implemented 
before  the  Sn^i^  River  s^mon  listings 
occurred,  and  smpe  have  been 
undertaken  in  response  to  the  listings. 
For  example,  the  Corps  will  continue  or 
undertake  (1)  die  Project  Improvements 
for  Endangered  Species  Program;  (2)  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  various 
juvenile  and  adult  fish  passage  fecilities, 
such  as  fish  bypasses,  spillways, 
sluiceways,  and  fish  ladders;  (3)  the 
Fish  Transportation  Program;  (4) 
coordinated  fish  hatchmry  releases;  (5) 
and  various  research  and  monitwing 
efforts.  For  details  of  these  non-low 
project  operations,  see  the  1993  FPP. 

In  1993,  BPA  will  continue  fruiding 
numercMiS  measures  to  protect,  mitigate, 
and  enhance  weak  and  listed  stocks. 
Because  squawfish  are  the  primary 
predator  juvenile  salmon  in  die 
hydresystem,  BPA  will  continue  to  fund 
a  multi-feoeted  program  to  reduce 
squawfish  predation,  including  removal 
fisheries,  h^est  technology  research, 
prey  protection  measures,  and  basic 
biological  research.  K’A  will  also 
continue  enhanced  law  enforcement  of 
illegal  fisheries.  A  multi-jurisdiction 
police  force  now  operates  at  full 
capacity  and  will  do  so  again  in  1993. 

WA  mil  also  continue  to  fund  the 
SmoH  Monitoring/Water  Budget 
Management  Program.  Mainstem 
passage  Passive  Integrated  Transponder 
(PIT}  tag  data  will  again  be  used  fix' 
making  real  time  decisions  related  to 
this  program.  PIT  tags  enable  the 
investigation  of  the  relationships  among 


13  Fish  transportation  is  an  important  part  of  the 
fish  racovary  plan,  it  is  the  siditect  of  a  separate 
biological  opinion  dated  April  14. 1993.  Studies 
show  that  juvenile  survival  increases  whan  fish  are 
transpertsd.  See  NMSF  Biological  Opinion  of  May 
26. 1993  on  FC3teS  Oparafiuwat  p^  37. 


flows,  spiU,  trevri  drae,  smolt 
condition,  cinolt  surviral,  end  adult 
production.  Tiaae  series  IIT  tag  data  are 
used  to  evaluate  die  effectiveness  of  the 
Water  Budget  and  rekted  actions.  In 
1993,  a  pil^  aUidy  will  utilize  PIT  teg 
technology  and  new  analytical 
approaches  to  estimate  smolt  survival 
and  travel  time  in  the  Lower  Snake 
River.  If  successfol,  research  will 
continue  in  1994. 1995  and  1996,  the 
findings  may  be  applied  toward 
determining  survival  esdinates  for  wild 
Chinook  sa^cm  migrants. 

FCRPS  water  and  power  management 
and  transmission  system  operations  by 
BPA  will  be  subject  to  these  proposed 
actions,  unless  emergency  conditions  or 
changed  conditions  warrant  modified 
operations.  In  the  event  that  either  of 
the  latter  circumstances  should  occur, 
BPA  and  other  action  agencies  will 
reinitiate  consultation  with  NMFS,  and 
other  action  agencies. 

B.  The  Propped  Action  Complies  With 
the  ESA  and  Is  Consistent  With  the 
FCBPS  BO 

Considering  all  of  this  information 
and  factors,  as  well  as  the  professional 
judgment  of  its  scientists,  BPA  believes 
that  the  action  proposed  by  the 
operating  agencies  increases  the 
survival  (and  reduces  the  mortality)  of 
Snake  River  sodkieye,  spring/summer 
Chinook,  and  fell  Chinook.  BPA’s 
analyses  during  consultation  with 
NMFS  substantiates  the  results 
expressed  in  the  FCW^S  BA.  For  Snake 
River  sockeye,  the  increase  in  survival 
(or  reduction  in  mortality)  resuhing 
from  proposed  operations,  combined 
with  the  benefits  of  the  captive 
broodstock  program,  show  that  FCRPS 
operations  are  not  likely  to  reduce 
appreciably  the  likelihood  of  survival. 
For  Snake  Rivte*  sprix^/summer  chinook 
and  fall  chinook,  the  proposed 
operations  significantly  improve 
survival  (or  reduca  mcurtality)  relative  to 
the  1986-1990  base  period, 
combined  effects  andysis  shows  a 
reasonable  certainty  that  populations  of 
these  fish  will  stabilire  and  increase  in 
the  long  term. 

By  reducing  mortality  relative  to  a 
1986-1990  base  period,  and  because 
analyses  of  combined  eff^s  shows  a 
reversal  of  population  declines  in  the 
long  term,  toe  selected  action  satisfies 
NMFS’  staadard  foravending  jeopardy. 
Given  historically  low  population 
levels,  BPA  encourages  efforts  to  avert 
continued  declines  in  populatkm  levels 
over  toe  near  term.  Because  the  selected 
action  includes  measures  to  benefit 
returning  aduHs,  toe  proposed  action 
would  aim  satisfy  a  more  r^rous 
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standard  that  averted  the  short-term 
continued  population  declines. 

In  addition,  BPA’s  analysis  shows  the 
selection  action  is  not  likely  to  result  in 
the  destruction  or  adverse  modification 
of  critical  habitat  of  the  listed  species. 

BPA  continues  to  believe  that  there  is 
no  conclusive  biological  data  to  support 
the  flow  levels  advocated  by  NMFS  in 
the  FCRPS  B.O.  at  4.  See  Section  V.C.3.C 
and  Appendix  C  of  this  ROD.  A  s  stated 
in  this  ROD,  the  flow/survival 
relationship  has  not  been  biologically 
established  sufficient  to  justify  the  flow 
levels  recommended  by  NMFS.  Id.  at 
Section  V.C.3.  However,  BPA  concludes 
that  the  measxires  the  action  agencies 
are  undertaking  in  the  course  of  1903 
hydro  operations  will  be  sufficient  to 
reach  the  result  desired  by  NMFS  to  use 


flow  augmentation  to  aid  salmon 
migration  and  survival. 

BPA  believes  that  the  long-term, 
comprehensive  recovery  plan  being 
developed  by  the  NMFS  Salmon 
Recovery  Team  will  provide  the  means 
to  guide  future  federal  actions  in  all 
sectors  to  bring  about  survival  and 
recovery  of  the  Snake  River  listed 
salmon  species  and  to  protect  the 
region’s  weak  anadromous  stocks.  BPA 
looks  to  the  recovery  plan  and  the  NPPC 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Pro^m  to  enable 
BPA  to  undertake  cost-effective  salmon 
recovery  measiires  that  will  achieve 
recovery  luider  the  ESA  while  meeting 
BPA’s  water  and  power  management 
responsibilities  under  the  Norffiwest 
Power  Act. 


The  proposed  action  has  also  been 
fully  evaluated  for  its  effect  on  the  listed 
Snake  River  salmon  species  bald  eagles, 
peregrine  falkans,  grizzly  bears,  and 
grey  wolves  under  the  ESA  in  the 
FC^S  BA.  The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  in  its  B.O.  June  11, 1993, 
concurred  that  the  proposed  operation 
would  not  likely  adversely  affect  the 
grey  wolf,  grizzly  bear,  and  peregrine 
falcon,  and  would  not  likely  jeopardize 
the  continued  existence  of  the  bald 
eagle.  BPA  concurs  with  this 
conclusion. 

Issued  in  Portland,  Oregon,  on  July  2, 1993. 
Randall  W.  Hardy, 

Administrator. 

PFR  Doc.  93-17316  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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FEDERAL  EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT  AGENCY 

United  States  Fire  Administration 

Changes  to  the  Hotei  and  Motei  Fire 
Safety  Act  Nationai  Master  List 

AOENCY:  United  States  Fire 
Administration,  FEMA. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Emergency 
Management  Agency  (FEMA  or  Agency) 
gives  notice  of  additions  and 
corrections/changes  to,  and  deletions 
from,  the  national  master  list  of  places 
of  public  accommodations  which  meet 
the  fire  prevention  and  control 
guidelines  under  the  Hotel  and  Motel 
Fire  Safety  Act. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  August  25, 1993. 
ADDRESSES:  Comments  on  the  master 
list  are  invited  and  may  be  addressed  to 
the  Rules  Docket  Clerk,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency,  500  C 
Street,  SW.,  room  840,  Washington,  DC 
20472,  (fax)  (202)  646-4536.  To  be 
added  to  the  National  Master  List,  or  to 
make  any  other  change  to  the  list,  see 
Supplemental  Information  below. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Larry  Maruskin,  Office  of  Fire 
Prevention  and  Arson  Control,  United 
States  Fire  Administration,  Federal 
Emergency  Management  Agency, 
National  Emergency  Training  Center, 


16825  South  Seton  Avenue, 
Emmitsburg,  MD  21727,  (301)  447- 
1141. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Acting 
imder  the  Hotel  and  Motel  Fire  Safety 
Act  of  1990, 15  U.S.C.  2201  note,  the 
United  States  Fire  Administration  has 
worked  with  each  State  to  compile  a 
national  master  list  of  all  of  the  places 
of  public  accommodation  afrecting 
commerce  located  in  each  State  tlmt 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  guidelines 
under  the  Act.  FEMA  published  the 
national  master  list  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  Tuesday,  November  24, 

1992,  57  FR  55314,  and  published 
changes  five  times  previously. 

Parties  wishing  to  be  added  to  the 
National  Master  List,  or  to  make  any 
other  change,  should  contact  the  State 
office  or  official  responsible  for 
compiling  listings  of  properties  which 
comply  with  the  Hotel  and  Motel  Fire 
Safety  Act.  A  list  of  State  contacts  was 
published  in  58  FR  17020  on  March  31, 

1993.  If  the  published  list  is  unavailable 
to  you,  the  State  Fire  Marshal’s  office 
can  direct  you  to  the  appropriate  office. 
Periodically  FEMA  will  update  and 
redistribute  the  national  master  list  to 
incorporate  additions  and  corrections/ 
changes  to  the  list,  and  deletions  from 
the  list,  that  are  received  from  the  State 
offices. 

Each  update  contains  or  may  contain 
three  categories:  “Additions;" 


“Corrections/changes;”  and 
“Deletions."  For  the  purposes  of  the 
updates,  the  three  categories  mean  and 
include  the  following: 

“Additions”  are  either  names  of 
properties  submitted  by  a  State  but 
inadvertently  omitted  from  the  initial 
master  list  or  names  of  properties 
submitted  by  a  State  after  publication  of 
the  initial  master  list; 

“Corrections/changes”  are  corrections 
to  property  names,  addresses  or 
telephone  numbers  previously 
published  or  changes  to  previously 
published  information  directed  by  the 
State,  such  as  changes  of  address  or 
telephone  numbers,  or  spelling 
corrections;  and 

“Deletions"  are  entries  previously 
submitted  by  a  State  and  published  in 
the  national  master  list  or  an  update  to 
the  national  master  list,  but 
subsequently  removed  frnm  the  list  at 
the  direction  of  the  State. 

Copies  of  the  national  master  list  and 
its  updates  may  be  obtained  by  writing 
to  the  Government  Printing  Office, 
Superintendent  of  Documents, 
Washington,  DC  20402-9325.  When 
requesting  copies  please  refer  to  stock 
number  069-001-00049-1. 

The  update  to  the  national  master  list 
follows  below. 

Dated:  July  21, 1993. 

Spence  W.  Perry, 

Acting  General  Counsel. 


Hotel  and  Motel  Fire  Safety  Act  National  Master  List  07/19/93  Update 


Property  name 

PO  box/RT  No.,  street  ad¬ 
dress 

City,  stats/zip 

Telephone 

AddHIona 

Arizona: 

Point  Hilton  Resort  at  Squaw  Peak . 

7677  N.  16th  St . 

Phoenix,  AZ  85020  . 

(602)  997-2626 

California: 

Holday  Inn  Anaheim  Oantar  . 

1991  S  Harbor  Rlwrl 

Anaheim,  CA  92B05 . 

(714)  758-0900 
(310)  275-4445 
(310)  301-2000 
(619)  286-7000 
(415)  495-2100 
(408) 295-2000 

Cailyla  Irm  . 

1119  S  Rohetlson  pi\«J  ,,,,,,,, 

Los  Angeles,  CA  90035 

Marina  International  Hotel . 

Howard  Johnson  Lodge  . 

4200  Admiralty  Way . 

AfiAH  Waring  Rd 

Marina  Del  Rey,  CA  90292  ... 
San  Diego,  CA  92120  . 

Hotel  Griffon  . 

155  Stuart  St . 

San  Francisco,  CA  94105  . 

Hotel  Sainta  Claira  . 

302  S.  Market  St . 

San  Jose,  CA  95113 . 

Colorado: 

Radisson  Inn  Colorado  Sprkigs  North  . 

ftllO  N  Academy  Rlwd  . 

Colorado  Springs,  CO  80920 
Colorado  Springs,  CO  80910 
Glenwood  Springs,  CO 
81601. 

Trinidad,  CO . 

(719)  598-5770 
(719) 475-2564 
(303)  945-6551 

(719)  846-4491 

(618)  594-2474 
(312)  363-8422 
(217)  342-3991 
(309)  543-4454 

The  AHkar  Gardens  Resort  ...T . 

1123  Verde  Dr . . 

HoNday  Inn . 

51359  Hwy.  6  and  24 . 

Holiday  Inn  Trinidad  . 

1-25  and  Exit  11  . 

Illinois: 

Cariyia  L  N  Restaurant  &  Motei . 

Rl  197  N 

Carlyle,  IL  62231  . 

Hud^  Hotel . 

5522  S.  Indiana . 

Chicago,  IL . 

Effingham  Motel . 

702  E.  Fayatta . 

Effingham,  IL  62401  . 

Syamora  Motor  Lodge . 

971  E  Dearborn  . 

Havaru),  II  69644  ,  ,, 

Lkicoln  Country  Inn' 

1750  5th  . 

Lincoln,  IL  62656. 

Presidential  |rvi  . 

S999  S.  Harlem  Ave . 

Lyons,  IL  60534  . 

(708)  447-2890 
(309)764-8711 
(309)797-1211 
(708)  534-2150 

(708)  505-0550 

Moteie . 

2359  69th  Ave.  Airport  Rd  .... 
9690  Airport  Rd 

Moline  IL  61265  . 

Ramada  Inn  OCA . 

Mnline'  II  61965 

Country  Host  Motel . 

Monee-Mcmhatten  Rd.  at  1- 

Monee,  IL  69449  . 

Courtyard  by  Marriott  Naperville  . 

57. 

1155  E.  Diehl  Rd . 

Naperville,  IL  60563  . 

/ 
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Propefty  name 

PO  box/RT  No.,  street  ad¬ 
dress 

City,  state/zip 

Telephone 

Holiday  Inn  NapervHle  . 

1801  N.  Naper  Blvd  . 

Naperville,  IL  60563  . 

(708)505-4900 

Comfoirt  Inn . . . 

3240  Vandever  Ave . 

Pekin.  IL  61554  . 

(309)353-4047 

Red  Roof  Inn  South  Holland  #067  . 

17301  S.  Halsted  . 

South  Holland.  IL  60473  . 

(708)  331-1621 

Dnjry  Inn . 

3180  S.  Dirksen  Pkwy . 

Springfield.  IL  62703  . 

(217)529-3900 

Beat  Weatem  Springfield  Eaat . 

3090  Stevenson  Dr . 

Springfield,  IL  62703  . 

(217)529-6611 

HnUday  Inn  Wilinvwbmok  . 

7800  S  Klngery  Rri 

WiHnv^rnnk,  II  80521  . . 

(708)  325-6400 

Maryland: 

Red  Roof  Inn  #181  Oxon  Hill . 

6170  Oxon  Hin  Rd . 

Oxon  HHI,  Md  20745 

(301)  567-8030 

Pikeaville  Hilton  Inn . i . 

1726  Reisterstown  Rd . 

Rkesville,  Md  21208  . 

(410)  653-1100 

Red  Roof  Inn  #209  . . . 

Ill  W.TImonkjmRd . 

Timonlum,  MD  21093 . 

(410)  666-0380 

Michigan: 

Super  8  Motel  Grand  Rapids  . 

727  44th  St  SW . 

Wyoming,  Ml  49509  . 

(616)  530-6588 

Budgetel  Inn  #741  . 

2035  Senrice  Dr . 

Jackson,  Ml  49201  . 

(517)  783-6000 

Super  8  Motel . — 

600  Orleans  Blvd  . 

Coidwater,  Ml  49036  . 

(517)  278-6833  1 

The  Ritz  Carlton  Hotel . 

300  Town  Venter  Dr . 

Dearborn,  Ml  48126  . 

(313)  441-2000 

Days  Inn  . 

1500  S.  Beacon  Blvd . 

Grand  Haven,  Ml  49417  . . 

(616)  842-1999 

HoUday  Inn  Crowne  Plaza . 

5700  28th  St.  SE . 

Grand  Rapids,  Ml  49546 

(616) 957-1770 

Days  1^  Lanijing  South . 

8501  PAfwwylvAniA  . 

1  Aiwing,  Ml  4M11  . 

(517)  393-1650 

Hottday  Inn  Taylor . 

20777  Eureta  Rd . 

Taylor,''MI  48180  . . . 

(313)  283-2200 

Minnesota: 

Rod  Roof  Inn  . 

12920  Aldrich  Ave.  S . 

Burnsville,  MN  55337  . 

(612)  890-1420 

Missouri: 

Red  Roof  Inn . 

3470  Holiertberg  Dr . . . . 

RddQAtnn,  MO  8.'VU4 

(314)  291-3350 

Holiday  Ion  Airport  West  . 

a.551  PenniidnA  . 

Rrid^tnn,  MQ  8.'10A4 

(314)  291-5100 

Emba^  Suites  KC  International  Airport . 

7640  NWTWfany  Springs 

Kansas  dty,  MO  64153  . 

(816)  891-7788 

Marriott  Residence  Inn . 

Pkwy. 

2975  Main  . . . 

Kansas  City,  MO  64108  . 

(816)  561-3000 

Embassy  Suites  Country  Club  Plaza . 

220  W.  43rd  St . . . 

Kansas  City,  MO  64111 . 

(816)  756-1720 

Lee's  Summit  Comfort  Inn . 

607  SE  Oldham  Pkwy . 

Lee's  Sumiiriit  MO  64063  . 

(816)  524-6181 

Econo  Lodge  . 

2611  N.  Glenstone . 

Springfield.  MO  65802  . 

(417)  864-3565 

Residertce  Inn . 

1550  E.  RayneM . 

Springfield,  MO  65804  . 

(417)  883-7300 

Drury  Inn  St  Louis  Airport . 

10490  NatJ^Brldge  Rd  ...... 

St  Louis,  MO  63134  . 

(314)  423-7700 

Holiday  Inn  South  Couoiy  r^ntway . 

8921  S  1  Inrlhergh . 

St  Louis,  MO  63125  . 

(314)  469-0666 

Holiday  Inn  St.  Louis  Convention'Center . 

811  N.  19th  St  .7. . 

St.  Louis,  MO  63101  . 

(314)  421-4000 

Nevada: 

Harrah's  Las  Vegas  Casino  Hotel . 

3475  Las  Vegas  Blvd.  S  . 

Us  Vegas,  NV  89109  . 

(702)369-5000 

Oregon: 

RAQAnry  Inn  . 

so  t  nMf  A  Rd  . 

Ashland,  OR  97520 . 

(503)  462-4700 

Pappertree  Motel  . 

10720  SWAHah  . 

Beavorton,  OR  97005  . 

(503) 641-7477 

Be^  Western  Olympic  Inn . 

2627  S.  6th  St . 

Klamath  Falls,  OR  97603 . 

(503)  882-9665 

Texas: 

KIva  Inn . 

5403  S.  1st . 

Abilene,  TX  79605  . 

(915)  696-2150 

Courtyard  by  Marriott . 

5660  N.  IH-35 . 

Austin.  TX  78751  . 

(512)  458-2340 

Embe^y  Sijites . 

4337  S.  Padre  Island  Dr . 

Corpus  CWstl.TX  78411  . 

(512)  653-7899 

Embassy  Suites  Hotel . 

2727  Stemmons  Frvry . 

Dallas,  TX  75207  . 

(214)  630-5332 

Radisson  Hotel  Resort . . . 

2211  N.  1-35  . 

Denton.  TX  76205  . 

(817)  565-8499 

Utah: 

Cedar  City  Holiday  Inn . 

1575  W.  200  N . 

Cedar  City.  UT  84720  . 

(801)  586-6888 

West  Winds  Rodeway  Inn . 

525  E.  Main  St . 

Green  River,  UT  84525  . 

(801)  564-3421 

f^nmfnrt  $iiHas  . 

800  S.  Main . 

Moab,  UT  84532  . 

(801)  259-5252 

Radisson  Suite  Hotel . 

2510  Washington  Blvd . 

Ogden.  UT  84401  . 

(801)  627-1900 

Comfort  Inn . 

830  N.  Main  St . 

Payson,  UT  84651  . 

(801)  465-4861 

Comfort  Inn  University . 

1555  N.  Canyon  Rd  . 

Provo.  UT  84604  . 

(801)  374-6020 

Holiday  Inn  Provo . 

1460  S.  University  Ave  . 

Provo.  UT  84646  . 

(801)  374-9750 

Best  Western  Executive  Irtn . 

280  W.  7200  S . 

Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84088 . 

(801)  566-4141 

Holiday  Inn  Airport . 

1659  W.  North  Temple . 

Salt  Lake  City,  UT  84116 . 

(801)533-9000 

Quaiity  Inn  Sotith . 

4465  Century  Dr. . 

Salt  Lake  City.  UT  84123 . 

(801)266-2533 

Holiday  Inn  Resort  Hotel . 

850  S.  Bluff  . 

St  George,  UT  74770 . 

(801)  626-4235 

Vermont: 

Lilac  inn . 

53  Park  St . 

Brandon,  VT . 

Chalet  Salzburg . 

Killington  Rd . 

Killington.  VT . 

Slovakia  Inn . 

1  Main  St . 

Montgomery  Center.  VT . 

The  Ion  et  MontpAllAr  . 

147  Main  St . 

Montpelier,  VT . 

Sunset  Motel  Unit  88 . 

Rt  15 . 

MorrlsviUe,  VT  . 

Surtset  P^tel  Unit  89 . 

Rt.  15 . 

Monisvilie,  VT  . 

Econo  Lodge  Office . 

1960  Shelburne  Rd . 

Shelburne,  VT . 

Swiss  Host  Motel  Office  Building . 

1272  WHUston  Rd . 

South  Burlington,  VT . 

(802)  862-5734 

Holiday  Inn . 

1068  Wllliston  Rd . 

South  Burlington,  VA . 

Aimes  Motel . 

Jet.  Rt  2  &  18  St  . 

Johnsbury.  VT . 

Washington: 

Red  Lion  Inn  Spokane . 

N.  1100  Sullivan  Rd . 

Veradale,  WA  99037  . 

(509)  924-9000 
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Property  name 

PO  boK/RT  Na,  street  ad¬ 
dress 

City,  stata/zip 

Telephone 

Correctiona/Changee 

Colorado: 

FaMMd  Inii  Denver  . . . . .  . . 

1680  S.  Colorado  Blvd . 

Denver,  CO  80222  _ 

(303) 691-2223 

Maryland: 

Hflfcin  HoTaI  . . . 

690  Parry  Pkwy . 

Gaithersburg.  MO  20877  ...... 

(301) 977-8000 

Mieaouil: 

Hampton  Irm . . 

11212  N.  Newarit  Or  . . 

Kansas  City,  MO  64153  . 

(616)  464-6454 

Regal  Riverfront  Hotel  St.  Louis . . . - . 

200  S.  Fourth  S! _ 

SL  Louis.  MO  63102  _  .. 

(314)241-9500 

Skxdfer  Concourse .  . . . .  . . 

9601  Natural  Bridge _ _ 

SL  Louis.  MO  63134  _ 

(314)429-1100 

Vermont 

Graenieaf  Inn  . . - . 

Depot  St  . . . 

Chester,  VT  05143  . . 

(802) 875-3171 

PtazaHotai . . . . . . 

PO  Box  690  RR.  1  . . 

Morrisviile.  VT  05661  _ 

Sugar  HraiM  Motor  Irm  . .  . . . 

RL  7 . . . . . 

New  Haven.  VT  05472 _ 

(802)  388-2770 

CaRfege  House  Inn  . . .  . 

RL  105 . . . 

North  Troy,  VT  05859  ..  _ 

Perm  1  mfga  SpnirM  Building . 

1961  Sheltxjme  Road 

Shelburne,  VT 

(802)  985-3377 

PNOMerMoM  . .1 _ _ _ _ 

?  linhMe  Dr 

Springfield,  VT _ _ _ ........ 

Maple  Cerder  Motel . . . . . 

20  Hastings  St  . . 

St  Johnsbury,  VT  05819  ... 

(802)  746-2393 

Aiparvoee  Motel .  _  _ _ _  _ _ _ 

2619  Mountain  Rd.  ._ 

.Cilnwfl.  VT  0^79  . . . 

(802)  253-7277 

UMne  Lodge  Berg  House . . . 

Stratton  Mountain  Rd.  ... _ _ 

Stratton  Mountain,  VT  05360 

Inn  at  Weston . 

Rt  100 . - . 

W«.<ston,  VT  06161 

Pine  Crest  Motel  . .  ..  _ _ 

Rt  5.  467  N.  HarOand  Rd 

White  River  JurK;tion,  VT 

05001. 

CantertMiy  House  B  &  B  . . . . . . - . 

43  PieoantSt _ _ 

Woodstock,  VT  05091  . 

(802)  457-3843 

Delations 

Iowa: 

R  Dnriga  Holiday  Inn  . . 

PO  Box  1336.  2001  US  Hwy. 

Fort  Dodge,  lA  50501  . 

(515)  955-3621 

169  S. 

Kenludry;  , 

rVaHSaMgA  Petain  . 

Royal  Or.  &  ButtermiSi  Pike  .. 

Pt  MitnhnII  KY  <11017 

(606) 341-2800 

MlnnesolB: 

HnSitoy  km  Winona . - 

956  Mank^  Ave 

Winona,  MN  55987  _ 

(507)454-4390 

(FR  Doc.  93-17684  Filed  7-23-93;  8:45  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 
Bureau  of  Consular  Affairs 

22  CFR  Part  41 
(Public  Notice  1840] 

Visas:  Documentation  of 
Nonimmigrants  Under  the  Immigration 
and  Nationality  Act,  as  Amended; 
Temporary  Victors 

AGENCY:  Bureau  of  Consular  Affairs, 

DOS. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemeiking, 

SUMMARY:  This  rule  proposes  to  amend 
the  regulations  on  visas  for  temporary 
visitors  by  incorporating  into 
regulations  many  of  the  principles  of  B 
visa  (B-1,  visitor  for  business  and  B-2, 
visitor  for  pleasure)  status  currently  set 
forth  in  the  interpretive  notes  of  Volume 
9  of  the  Foreign  Affairs  Manual  (FAM) 
and,  as  appropriate,  those  notes  in  the 
Operating  Instructions  (OIs)  of  the 
Immigration  and  Naturalization  Service. 
Although  the  Department  and  the  INS 
are  not  publishing  proposed  rules  on 
this  matter  simultaneously,  the  two 
agencies  have  indeed  consulted  on  these 
proposed  regulations.  The  INS  will  also 
be  publishing  separate  proposed  rules 
on  this  nonimmigrant  visa 
classihcalion.  These  regulations  reflect 
changes  in  the  interpretation  of  the  B 
visa  classihcation  resulting  from  the 
enactment  of  the  Immigration  Act  of 
1990  (“IMMACT  90"),  and  the 
Miscellaneous  and  Technical 
Immigration  and  Naturalization 
Amendments  of  1991  ("MATTNA”). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Immigration  Act  of  1990  (Pub.  L.  101- 
649.  Nov.  29, 1990)  with  subsequent 
modihcation  by  MATINA  (Pub.  L.  102- 
232,  Dec.  12, 1991)  amended  certain 
existing  nonimmigrant  visa 
classihcations  in  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act  of  1952,  as  amended 
("INA”),  and  added  several  new  ones. 
IMMACT  90  and  Matina  did  not  directly 
amend  the  INA’s  B  visa  classification 
(INA  101(a)(15)(B)),  but  certain  changes 
to  the  H-lB  visa  classification  (INA 
101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b))  and  creation  of  the 
new  O,  P,  and  R  classihcations  by 
IMMACT  90  affect  the  interpretation  of 
the  B  visa  classification  currently  set 
forth  in  the  FAM. 

DATES:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  in  duplicate  on  or  before 
September  24. 1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  comments  in 
duplicate  to:  Chief.  Division  of 
Legislation  and  Regulations,  Visa  Office, 
Department  of  State,  Washington,  DC 
2U522-U11J. 


FOR  FURTHER  MFORMATK)N  CONTACT: 
Stephen  K.  Fischel.  Chief,  Legislation 
and  Regulations  Division,  Visa  Office, 
(202)  663-1204. 

INA  101(a)(lS)(B) 

The  Department  proposes  to 
promulgate  regulations  to  provide 
standards  to  administer  to  the  most 
frequently  used  nonimmigrant  visa 
classification,  the  B  visa.  The  INA 
defines,  in  section  101(a)(15),  the  types 
of  aliens  who  can  be  admitted  as 
nonimmigrants  in  a  number  of 
identified  classifications.  Included 
among  them  is: 

(B)  An  alien  (other  than  one  coming  for  the 
purpose  of  study  or  of  performing  skilled  or 
unskilled  labor  or  as  a  representative  of 
foreign  press,  radio,  film,  or  other  foreign 
information  media  coming  to  engage  in  such 
vocation)  having  a  residence  in  a  f^ign 
country  which  he  has  no  intention  of 
abandoning  and  who  is  visiting  the  United 
States  temporarily  for  business  or 
temporarily  for  pleasure. 

Changes. 

General 

Neither  IMMACT  1990  nor  MATINA 
amended  the  language  of  section 
101(aMl5)(B)  of  tha  INA.  IMMACT  1990, 
however,  made  significant  amendments 
to  section  101(a)(15)(H)(i)(b)  of  the  INA 
and  created  new  classifications  O,  P, 
and  R.  Each  of  these  changes  has  an 
impact  on  the  B  visa  classification. 

"/?"  Visa  Classification 

Section  209  of  the  IMMACT  1990 
created  a  new  nonimmigrant  visa 
classification  for  ministers  of  religion 
and  other  religious  workers.  To  the 
extent  that  this  new  classification 
includes  religious  activities  that  have 
been  listed  in  the  interpretive  notes  in 
the  FAM  under  the  B  visa  classification, 
these  activities  have  not  been  included 
in  this  proposed  regulation.  Because 
Congress  has  enacted  a  specific 
nonimmigrant  visa  classification  to 
address  such  religious  activities,  they 
should  no  longer  fall  within  the 
purview  of  the  B  visa.  However,  there 
are  a  number  of  bona  fide  voluntary 
service  programs  that  may  or  may  not  be 
related  to  religious  organizations  and 
that  have  activities  that  do  not  fit  within 
the  new  "R"  classification.  Under  the 
proposed  regulation  aliens  involved  in 
such  programs  will  ccxitinue  to  be 
eligible  for  B  visa  classification. 

“O"  and  "P"  Visa  Classifications 

In  contrast  to  the  “R"  provision,  the 
nonimmigrant  classifications  “O"  and 
"P"  for  athletes  and  entertainers  found 
in  section  207  of  the  IMMACT  1990  are 
not  really  “new";  they  are  lateral  shifts 


of  the  athletes  and  entertainers 
previously  classifiable  under  H-1.  As 
with  the  H-1  classification,  the  O  and 
P  provisions  presuppose  a  traditional 
employment  relationship,  or  even  an 
underlying  contractual  arrangement 
with  an  employer  or  agent  in  the  United 
States,  and  require  certain  notable 
ability  in  their  calling.  Therefore, 
although  all  FAM  notes  relating  to 
activities  of  professional  athletes  and 
entertainers  had  to  be  reconsidered  in 
light  of  the  O  and  P  classifir.ations,  not 
all  of  the  current  FAM  notes  relating  to 

Erofessional  athletes  and  entertainers 
ave  had  to  be  dropped  from  this 
proposed  rule  as  a  result. 

For  example,  by  definition,  not  all 
professional  athletes  meet  the  statutory 
criteria  for  the  O  or  P  classification. 
Moreover,  not  all  sports  activities 
involve  relationships  between  the 
athletes  and  the  petitioners  as 
contemplated  by  the  O  and  P 
classifications.  International  sports 
events  involving  individual 
competitors,  such  as  golf  and  tennis 
tournaments,  etc.,  do  not  (at  least  in  the 
United  States)  entail  contractual 
agreements.  More  importantly,  they  rely 
upon  participation  not  only  by  stars 
who  could  meet  the  level  of  ability 
standards  under  O  and  P  but  also  by 
young  would-be  stars-in-the-making 
who  do  not  yet  have  such  stature.  There 
is  no  evidence  that  the  Congress 
intended  to  bar  participation  in  U.S. 
competitions  by  such  aliens.  Moreover, 
such  a  bar  could  severely  impact 
negatively  upon  not-yet-established 
American  athletes  who  participate  in 
similar  events  abroad.  This  rule, 
therefore,  continues  to  provide  B-1 
classification  for  those  athletes  whose 
only  "earnings”  would  be  whatever  they 
mi^t  win. 

“H-lB”  Visa  Classification 
Section  205  of  IMMACT  90  amended 
the  H-lB  classification  in  these 
respects:  (1)  It  imposed  a  numerical 
limitation  on  this  classification  for  the 
first  time;  (2)  it  modified  the  standards 
from  "distinguished  merit  and  ability" 
to  "speciality  occupation";  and  (3)  it 
instituted  a  labor  condition  attestation 
requirement.  These  amendments  have  a 
direct  impact  on  the  Department’s 
longstanding  interpretation  of  the  B-1 
visa,  which  provided  for  the  issuance  of 
a  B-1  visa  in  lieu  of  an  H-1  visa  if, 
among  other  conditions,  the  visa 
applicant,  who  must  be  H-1  qualified, 
is  coming  to  perform  H-1  services  for 
which  the  alien  will  receive  no  salary  or 
other  remuneration  from  a  U.S.  source 
other  than  an  expense  allowance  or 
other  reimbursement  for  expenses 
incidental  to  the  alien’s  temporary  stay. 
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As  a  consequence  of  the  amendments 
made  by  section  205,  which  clearly 
express  Congress’  intent  to  limit 
availability  of  the  H-lB  visa 
classification,  the  Department  proposes 
to  cease  providing  for  the  issuance  of  a 
B-1  visa  in  lieu  of  an  H-1  visa. 

Other  Activities 

With  respect  to  other  “visitors  for 
business’’,  it  has  been  asserted  that  the 
Visa  Office  has,  over  the  years,  tended 
to  use  the  B  classification  as  a  catch-all 
for  aliens  who  do  not  fit  in  any  other 
nonimmigrant  classification  but  whose 
admissibility  as  nonimmigrants  seemed 
within  the  general  intent  of  Congress  in 
distinguishing  between  immigrants  and 
nonimmigrants.  This  argument  has 
merit.  As  stated  in  the  Summary,  FAM 
notes  have  long  set  forth  various  criteria 
entitling  an  alien  to  B-1  or  B-2  status. 

It  is  noteworthy,  that  the  Senate  Report 
(No.  1515)  accompanying  the  1952  Act 
cited  a  number  of  them  and  still  current 
B-1  interpretations  of  that  nature, 
including  “an  alien  domestic  servant 
accompanying  his  American  or  alien 
employer  who  is  proceeding  to  the  U.S. 
on  a  temporary  visit  *  *  *  ”,  etc., 
without  any  expressed  disagreement  as 
to  their  propriety.  Consequently,  such 
activities  are  included  in  the  proposed 
regulation. 

Analysis 

To  better  understand  the  general 
principles  of  the  visitor  for  business  visa 
classification,  it  is  useful  if  not 
necessary  to  look  at  the  historical 
development  of  the  two  nonimmigrant 
classes,  INA  101(a)(15)(B)  and  (H). 

Aliens  had.  of  course,  l^n  coming  to 
the  United  States  to  buy  or  to  sell 
products  for  many  years  before  the 
imposition  of  numerical  limits  on 
immigrants  (and  the  consequent 
necessity  of  distinguishing 
nonimmigrants  horn  immigrants)  in  the 
early  1920’s.  The  First  Quota  Act  of 
1921  did  not  directly  identify 
nonimmigrants  as  such;  rather,  it 
exempted  from  the  quota  provisions 
various  classes  of  aliens  entering  for 
temporary  purposes  who  later  became 
known  as  nonimmigrants,  including 
visitors  for  business  or  pleasure.  The 
Immigration  Act  of  1924  defined 
immigrants  (as  does  the  INA)  as  all 
aliens  other  than  those  in  classes  similar 
to  those  in  the  1921  legislation, 
including,  in  section  3(2),  the 
predecessor  to  INA  101(a)(15)(B), 
visitors  for  business  and  pleasure. 

Over  the  years,  administrative  and 
judicial  decisions  interpreted  the  term 
.  "visitor  for  business”  to  mean 
essentially  activities  of  a  commercial 
nature,  and  to  exclude  any  use  of  the 


classification  for  activities  that  might  be 
construed  as  “local  labor  for  hire.”  ”The 
history  of  this  legislation  (the  1924  Act) 
points  clearly  to  the  conclusion  that  one 
of  its  great  purposes  was  to  protect 
American  labor  against  the  influx  of 
foreign  labor.”  (Kamuth  et  al.  v.  United 
States  ex  rel  Alhro.  279  U.S.  231  (1929.) 

Logic  carried  to  its  extreme  might 
well  hold  that  any  business  activity 
should  be  deemed  to  involve  skill^  or 
unskilled  labor  to  some  degree.  A  key 
factor  in  many  early  decisions  (albeit 
not  always  so  explicated)  seemed  to  be 
whether  such  “labor”  was  for  an 
employer  in  the  United  States  in  a 
capacity  that  should  generally  be 
deemed  open  to  competition  by  United 
States  workers.  For  example,  in  Matter 
of  Him.  11 1.  &  N.  Dec.  824  (BIA  1965, 
1966,  A.G.  1966),  it  was  found 
acceptable  for  a  foreign  tailor,  employed 
on  a  regular  salary  basis  by  a  tailoring 
firm  abroad,  to  be  in  the  United  States 
in  B-1  status  to  take  orders  and  measure 
customers  for  clothes  to  be  made  in 
Hong  Kong,  whereas  in  the  Matter  of  M, 

2  1.  &  N.  Di^  240  (BIA  1945),  it  was  held 
not  to  be  within  the  purview  of  the  3(2) 
business  visitor  provision  for  a 
Canadian  to  work  in  the  U.S.  under 
contract  as  a  dancer.  The  Department 
believes  that  a  key  distinction  is  that  it 
was  reasonable  for  the  foreign  tailoring 
'firm  to  prefer  measurements  taken  by  an 
employee  accustomed  to  its  tailoring 
practices  but  that  the  U.S.  employer  of 
the  dancer  could  and  should  have 
sought  an  American  or  immigrant 
dancer.  In  Him  the  alien’s  primary 
purpose  for  coming  to  the  United  States 
was  to  take  orders  for  the  sale  of  suits 
(the  taking  of  measurements  was 
incidental  to  that  purpose),  whereas  in 
Matter  of  M  the  alien’s  primary  purpose 
was  to  dance  professionally,  which 
constitutes  in  engaging  in  local  labor  for 
hire. 

The  category  of  visitor  for  business 
was  carried  over  into  the  INA  as  section 
101(a)(15)(B),  as  noted  above.  Senate 
Report  No.  1515  (supra  p.  525,  cites 
Kamuth  et  al  v.  United  States  &■  rel. 
Albm,  279  U.S.  231, 1929)  noted.  "The 
term  ‘business'  as  used  in  the 
[predecessor]  section  includes  not  only 
intercourse  of  a  commercial  character 
but  any  other  legitimate  activity  of  a 
temporary  nature  classified  within  the 
ordinary  meaning  of  the  word  ‘business’ 
but  not  classifiable  as  pleasure  or 
labor.”  In  addition  to  those  carry-overs, 
however,  the  INA  added  a  class  (section 
101(a)(15)(H))  designed  to  meet  the 
needs  of  employers  in  the  United  States 
for  temporary  foreign  workers.  The  H 
classification  was  subdivided  between 
“aliens  of  distinguished  merit  and 
ability”  (H-1),  other  skilled  or  unskilled 


aliens  to  perform  work  for  which 
workers  were  not  available  in  the  U.S. 
labor  market  (H-2),  and  industrial 
trainees  (H-3).  In  ^ort,  by  retaining  the 
B  classification  and  ad^ng  the  H 
classification  for  the  benefit  of  U.S. 
employers.  Congress  in  the  INA  retained 
the  distinctions  among  alien  worimrs, 
that  had  been  develoi^  in  judicial  and 
administrative  decisions.  Although  all 
three  H  sub-categories  required  a 
petition  approv^  by  the  INS  to 
establish  eligibility  for  the  classification, 
a  labor  market  test  was  required  only  for 
the  H-2s. 

In  light  of  the  absence  of  a  labor 
market  test  for  H-1  and  H-3  aliens,  the 
Department  and  the  INS  adopted  as  one 
of  the  benchmarks  for  B-1  classification 
“aliens  otherwise  classifiable  as  H-1  or 
H-3”,  provided  the  alien  was  to  receive 
no  remuneration  other  than  for 
incidental  expenses  from  a  United 
States  source.  This  "B-l  in  lieu  of  H- 
1”  characterization  was  apparently  a 
careless  use  of  language  which  has  led 
to  misinterpretation  and  occasional 
misuse  over  the  years.  By  definition,  an 
alien  “classifiable  as  H-1  or  H-3” 
would  be  one  sought  by  an  employer  in 
the  U.S.  The  intent  of  the  Department’s 
Note  and  INS’  Operating  Instruction, 
however,  was  clearly  related  to  the 
characteristics  of  the  aliens,  i.e.,  the 
“distinguised  merit  and  ability”  and 
“training”  elements,  not  to  the  source  or 
location  of  employment,  as  manifested 
by  the  proviso  as  to  the  source  of 
income. 

The  shorthand  “otherwise  classifiable 
as  an  H-1”  language  is  clearly  not  only 
inaccurate  but  now  inappropriate  in 
light  of  IMMACT  90’s  imposition  of  a 
numerical  limit  on  H-lBs,  the  successor 
classification  of  the  original  H-1.  The 
concept,  how'ever,  of  issuing  visas  in  the 
B-1  classification  to  and  admitting 
aliens  who  are  not  employed  by  an 
organization  in  the  United  States  but 
rather  are  working  for  and  drawing  their 
income  from  a  foreign  firm,  is  still 
perfectly  valid  under  straightforward  B- 
1  visa  standards,  regardless  of  the  fact 
that  the  aliens  may  also  be  of 
“distinguished  merit  and  ability”.  The 
issue  thus  becomes  one  of  clarifying 
permissible  B-1  activities  in  an  age  in 
which  “business”  has  become  global 
and  business  practices  have 
significantly  changed  from  those  of  the 
1920’s. 

It  must  be  recognized,  moreover,  that 
commerce,  and  the  related  term  “trade” 
in  particular,  have  taken  on  an  ever- 
expanding  meaning  in  recent  times.  For 
example,  several  years  ago  the  Visa 
Office  and  the  INS  incorporated  various 
service  activities  (e.g.,  international 
banking,  communications,  etc.)  in  the 
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FAM  Notes  and  OI’s  defining  “trade"  in 
connnection  with  the  treaty  trader  visa 
classification  under  section 
101(a)(15)(E)  of  the  INA.  Congress 
sub^uently  codified  these  changes  in 
INA  101(a)(15)(E).  This  proposed  rule 
thus  provides  for  B-1  classification  in 
some  cases  for  aliens  who  are  not 
necessarily  engaged  in  activities  directly 
affecting  the  exchange  of  goods  from 
one  coimtry  to  another,  provided  such 
aliens  cannot  be  deemM  to  be  "engaged 
in  local  employment  for  hire." 

It  is  also  worth  reiterating  in  this 
connection  the  quotation  above  from 
Senate  Report  No.  1515: 

The  term  "business”  as  used  in  the  section 
includes  not  only  intercourse  of  a 
ccMnmercial  charter  but  any  other 
legitimate  actrrity  of  a  temporary  nature 
classified  within  the  ordinary  meaning  of  the 
word  “business"  but  not  classifiable  as 
pleasure  or  labor."  (Emphasis  supplied.) 

Bearing  in  mind  the  intent  of 
Congress  to  protect  U.S.  workers  from 
tmdue  or  unfair  competition,  the 
perimeters  drawn  around  acceptable  B- 
1  activities  in  this  proposed  nue 
encompass  the  concepts  of  "business" 
as  defined  in  Report  No.  1515  above  and 
of  "labor  for  hire"  as  being 
circumstances  in  is  which  it  is  realistic 
to  believe  that  a  U.S.  worker  might  have 
been  hired  had  the  alien  not  been 
admitted. 

In  Matter  of  Hira  (cited  above), 
affirmed  by  the  Attorney  Generd,  the 
Board  of  Immigration  Appeals  found 
that  a  B-1  visa  was  appropriate  given 
the  following  facts: 

1.  The  alien’s  activity  must  involve 
intercoms  of  a  commercial  character; 

2.  The  alien  must  have  a  clear  intent 
to  continue  a  foreign  residence  and  not 
to  abandon  any  exisiting  domicile; 

3.  The  alien’s  salary  must  come  from 
abroad; 

4.  *1110  principal  place  of  business  and 
the  actual  place  of  eventual  accural  of 
profits,  at  least  predominantly,  must 
remain  in  a  foreign  covmtry,  and; 

5.  'The  alien’s  stay  in  the  United  States 
must  be  temporary,  although  the 
business  activity  itself  need  not  be,  and 
indeed  may  long  continue. 

These  are  salient  criteria  and  they 
underlie  the  proposed  rule.  It  must  be 
recognized,  however,  that  there  may  be 
variations  of  these  themes.  For  example, 
with  respect  to  the  first  test.  Senate 
Report  1515  propounded  a  broader  view 
of  a  business  visitor’s  activities  than 
mere  "intercovirse  of  a  commercial 
character”  (page  525),  and  in  Matter  of 
Neill  (15 1.  &  N.  Dec.  331,  May  16, 1975) 
the  BIA  held  that  “an  alien  need  not  be 
considered  a  ‘businessman’  to  qualify  as 
a  business  visitor,  if  the  function  he 


performs  is  a  necessary  incident  to 
international  trade  or  commerce."  (page 
333) 

In  light  of  the  multiplicity  of  fact 
patterns  in  today’s  business  world,  the 
Department  believes  that  it  is  not 
appropriate  or  possible  to  develop  a 
demiitive  definition  of  “business" 
rather,  to  further  the  congressional  two¬ 
fold  intent  not  to  impede  international 
commerce  and  to  protect  the  U.S.  work 
force  from  unfair  competition,  a  certain 
amovmt  of  judgment  and  common  sense 
will  have  to  be  exercised  on  a  case-by¬ 
case  basis. 

For  example,  the  proposed  rule  still 
contains  the  requirement  that  the  alien 
receive  no  salary  or  other  remimeration 
(other  than  for  incidental  expenses) 
from  a  U.S.  source.  The  rule,  also, 
however,  continues  to  include  the  gist 
of  the  current  FAM  Note  according  B- 
1  classification  to  an  alien  member  of 
the  Board  of  Directors  of  an  American 
firm  coming  to  attend  a  meeting  of  the 
Board.  How  can  these  be  square  with 
each  other  when  it  is  clear  that  such 
members  are.  in  efiect,  employees  of  the 
firm  and  payment  is  routine  for 
attendance  at  Board  meetings?  The 
answer  lies  in  the  concept  “in  which  it 
is  realistic  to  believe  that  a  U.S.  worker 
might  have  been  hired  had  the  alien  not 
been  admitted.”  If  a  U.S.  firm  has 
significant  international  activities  and 
determines  that  the  selection  of  one  or 
more  Board  members  fi^m  a  country  in 
which  it  carries  on  those  activities 
would  be  in  its  corporate  interest,  it  is 
highly  unlikely  that  the  non-admission 
of  su^  foreim  Board  member(s)  would 
prompt  the  election  of  additional  U.S. 
Board  members. 

A  useful  contrast  is  provided  by  the 
two  "Bricklayer”  cases.  A  former  FAM 
Note  said,  in  efiect,  that  if  a  U.S. 
company  purchased  equipment  or 
similar  products  under  a  contract  that 
called  for  follow-on  installation,  service, 
etc.,  employees  of  the  seller  foreign  firm 
coming  to  perform  the  installation, 
service,  or  maintenance  within  the  first 
year  could  be  properly  classified  B-1. 
Everyone  is  familiar  with  “service" 
provisions  in  purchase  contracts  in 
daily  life.  One  buys  a  refrigerator, 
washer-dryer,  or  whatever  and  gets  a 
service  warranty.  If  the  product 
malfunctions,  the  person  who  comes  to 
repair  or  service  it  is  not  one’s  employee 
but  that  of  the  seller.  The  FAM  Note  was 
predicated  on  analogous  reasoning. 

The  arrangments  m  the  “Bricklayer" 
cases  difiered  in  most  particulars  but 
they  had  two  crucial  elements  in 
common.  They  called  for  “installation" 
and,  in  both  cases,  the  foreign  firms  sent 
employees  who  engaged  in  actual 
construction  activities  that  might  have 


been  performed  by  U.S.  construction 
crews.  Ultimately,  it  was  agreed  that, 
although  it  would  be  appropriate  to 
admit  one  or  more  of  the  foreign  firm’s 
employees  in  B-1  status  for  the  purpose 
of  supervising  the  construction  or  for 
training  U.S.  workers,  B-1  was  not  a 
permissible  classification  for  actual 
construction  workers.  ’The  Notes  were 
promptly  changed  to  accord  with  that 
decision.  ’The  proposed  rule  thus 
continues  to  contain  a  prohibition  on 
the  latter  activity  in  B-1  status  but 
permits  that  classification  for 
supervisory  and  training  personnel. 

It  is  clear  that  other  abuses  of  the  B- 
1  classification  have  existed,  perhaps 
due  to  imprecision  in  ciurrent  FAM 
Notes  and  OIs,  and  must  be  eradicated. 
For  example,  a  munber  of  parties, 
ranging  from  individual  citizens  to  labor 
and  professional  organizations  to 
Members  of  Congress,  have  recently 
raised  concerns  about  the  use  of  persons 
hired  by  foreign  firms  solely  for  the 
purpose  of  fulfilling  a  contract  to  supply 
workers  to  an  American  firm.  These 
“job  shops"  are  reportedly  becoming 
increasingly  common  in  ffie  computer 
industry  in  particular. 

Theoretically  the  persons  sent  by  the 
“job  shops"  meet  most  of  the  Hira 
criteria,  e.g.,  an  employer  abroad  who 
pays  the  salary,  alien  who  maintains  a 
residence  abroad,  etc.  In  fact,  however, 
their  functions  in  the  U.S.  are  not 
“necessary  incidents  to  international 
trade  or  commerce”  inasmuch  as  the 
foreign  firms  are  essentially 
employment  agencies.  Moreover, 
although  (again  in  theory)  their  salaries 
were  paid  by  the  foreign  firm,  in 
practice  the  contracts  have  called  for  the 
U.S.  firms  using  their  services  to  pay  the 
foreign  firm  a  designated  flat  rate  of 
dollars  per  hour  for  a  designated 
number  of  hours  of  work.  In  practice, 
under  the  guise  of  a  contract  calling  for 
“installation,  service,  maintenance,  or 
repair,"  the  job  shops  are  providing 
personnel  to  perform  software/hardware 
engineering,  computer  programming, 
and  systems  analysis  on  site. 

A  further  consideration  of  Neill,  cited 
above,  is  instructive  in  regard  to  this 
practice.  Neill  was  a  professional 
engineer  and  a  principal  in  a  firm  that 
consulted  on  engineering  problems  and, 
at  the  time  of  the  case,  did  30%  of  its 
business  in  the  United  States.  On  his 
regular  business  trips  to  the  United 
States,  purportedly  to  solicit  business, 
the  majority  of  his  time  was  spent 
consulting  with  clients  and  obtaining 
information  from  them — ^in  short, 
rendering  engineering  services  in  the 
United  States.  The  BIA  said,  inter  alia, 
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Congress  has  sought  to  protect  American 
workers  from  (ob  competition  of  an 
undesirable  nature  •  *  *.  This  protection 
clearly  extends  to  members  of  the 
profeuion  *  *  *.  The  applicant  appears  to 
be  in  the  process  of  extending  his 
professional  engineering  practice  to  the 
United  States.  Although  we  would  hesitate  to 
call  the  applicant's  sendees  “ordinary  labor 
for  hire”,  he  is  regularly  performing  personal 
services  in  the  United  States  independent  of 
any  other  commercial  activity.  'This  he  may 
attempt  to  do  as  an  inunigrant  or  via  the 
nonix^igrant  provisions  of  section 
101(a)(15)(H)  ot  of  section 
101(a)(15)(L)  *  •  The  applicant,  however, 
may  not  establish  a  regular  and  continuing 
professional  engineering  practice  in  the 
United  States  as  a  temporary  visitor  for 
business. 

To  counter  abuse  such  as  described 
regarding  job  shops,  the  Department 
believes  t^t  the  Him  criteria  should  be 
expanded  to  include  the  following  with 
respect  to  according  B-1  classification 
to  aliens  entering  pursuant  to  purchases 
from  abroad  under  contracts  which 
include  provisions  for  follow-on 
installation,  service,  maintenance  or 
repair: 

1.  The  purchase  contract  must  involve 
a  physical  product,  i.e.,  be  for 
machinery  or  other  forms  of  equipment, 
not  for  activities  of  a  service  nature; 

2.  The  foreign  firm  that  the  alien  is 
representing  must  be  regularly  engaged 
in  business  of  a  commercial  nature; 

3.  There  can  be  no  direct  correlation 
between  the  payment  horn  the  U.S.  firm 
to  the  foreign  firm  for  the  contracted 
purchase  (and  potential  service)  and  the 
salaryfies)  of  the  alien(s)  who  may  later 
install,  service,  or  provide  maintenance; 

4.  The  foreign  company  must  control 
all  aspects  of  the  B-ls  activities, 
including  (but  not  limited  to)  the  alien’s 
day-to-day  activities  and  the  location(s) 
in  the  U.S.  where  the  alien  will  be 
performing  the  activities. 

These  tests.  Him  and  the 
Department’s  “after  sales  service’’ 

Notes,  will  provide  sufficient  guidance 
for  most  cases.  If  necessary,  however 
when  analyzing  the  employer-employee 
relationship  and  the  question  of  who 
really  controls  the  visa  applicant 
employee,  appropriate  guidance  can  be 
gleaned  bom  Matter  of  Pozzoli,  14  l&N 
Dec.  569, 1974,  which  relies  on 
principles  drawn  from  the  Fair  Labor 
Standards  Act  of  1938  in  setting 
'  standards  for  immigration  purposes,  and 
from  other  relevant  decisions. 

Examples 

The  following  examples  illustrate 
how  the  Department  would  expect  to 
apply  the  proposed  regulations  in  light 
of  these  guidelines: 

1.  Fact  Pattern:  An  international 
accounting  firm  with  a  business  entity 


in  the  United  States  and  a  business 
entity  overseas  has  international  clients. 
In  order  to  provide  professional 
services,  the  business  must  be 
knowledgeable  in  the  domestic  law  of 
various  coimtries  and  of  accounting 
procedures  in  many  coimtries. 

A.  Additional  Facts:  The  U.S.-based 
entity  is  preparing  accoimting  papers  for 
an  international  client.  The  project 
requires  more  workers  than  ^ 
currently  available  in  the  U.S.  entity. 
'Thus,  the  firm  sends  a  foreign-based 
employee  who  is  resident  abroad,  who 
intends  to  return  abroad,  and  who 
draws  his  salary  from  the  foreign-based 
entity  to  work  on  the  project  in  the  U.S. 
The  project  is  supervised  by  the  U.S. 
entity.  'The  alien’s  work  situation  is 
controlled  by^e  U.S.-based  entity. 

Analysis:  lire  employee  is  not  entitled 
to  a  B-1  visa,  as  he  is  engaged  in  local 
employment  for  hire.  He  is  performing 
domestic  service,  as  he  is  working  for 
the  U.S.  entity. 

B.  Alternate  Additional  Facts:  The 
U.S.  entity  has  a  contract  with  a  foreign- 
based  business.  The  foreign-based  office 
of  the  accounting  firm  is  preparing 
necessary  documents  on  behalf  of  the 
U.S.-based  entity.  A  foreign-based 
employee  is  coming  to  the  U.S.  to 
advise,  consult,  and  educate  the  U.S.- 
based  entity  on  the  relevant  foreign 
accounting  principles  and  procedures  of 
that  project. 

Anal^is:  'The  alien  is  employed 
abroad,  accrual  of  profits  of  his 
activities  are  controlled  by  his  employer 
abroad.  The  nature  of  his  activities, 
conferring  with  business  associates,  is  a 
classic  B-1  activity.  B-1  visa 
classification  is  appropriate. 

2.  Fact  Pattern:  A  U.S.-based  law  firm 
performs  legal  services  for  business 
entities  engaged  in  international 
commercial  activities.  The  law  firm 
needs  to  provide  advice  on  foreign  law 
to  a  client. 

A.  Additional  Facts:  The  law  firm 
engages  a  foreign-based  law  firm  to 
provide  legal  advice  to  be  used  for  their 
client.  A  foreign-based  lawyer  comes  to 
the  U.S.  law  firm  to  provide  the 
necessary  interpretation  and  engage  in 
the  necessary  research  of  foreign  law  for 
the  U.S.  law  firm.  This  research  and 
analysis  is  done  on  the  site  of  the  U.S. 
entity  with  the  resources  available  there. 

Analysis:  This  constitutes  a 
performance  of  domestic  services. 
Althou^  the  foreign  lawyer  brings  in 
skills  and  knowledge  generally 
unavailable  in  the  United  States,  he  is 
performing  service  on  site  over  which 
he  is  being  supervised  by  the  U.S.-based 
law  firm.  As  direction  and  control  over 
the  alien’s  activities  are  given  by  the 
U.S.  firm,  the  alien  is  working  for  the 


U.S.  firm  and  is.  thus,  engaged  in  local 
labor  for  hire.  'The  B-1  visa  is 
inappropriate. 

8.  Alternate  Facts:  The  U.S.  law  firm 
contracts  with”  a  foreign-based  law  firm 
which  prepares  the  necessary  legal  work 
abroad.  The  foreign  lawyer  comes  to  the 
U.S.  to  advise  the  U.S.  law  firm 
regarding  theproj^ 

Analysis:  The  alien  is  not  engaged  in 
local  employment  for  hire.  The  foreign 
lawyer  is  presenting  and  explaining  the 
foreign  work  product  to  the  U.S. 
customer.  B-1  is  the  appropriate 
classification. 

3.  Fact  Pattern:  A  U.S.-based  entity 
contracts  with  a  foreign  based  entity  to 
develop  a  computer  software  package 
that  the  U.S.  entity  plans  to  iise  for 
expansion  into  overseas  markets. 

A.  Additional  Facts:  'The  foreign- 
based  programming  outfit  sends  several 
computer  programmers  to  the  U.S. 
entity’s  site  to  prepare  the  software 
package.  The  U.S.  entity  provides  the 
equipment,  pays  some  of  the  per  diem 
expenses  of  the  foreign  programmers, 
and  oversees  the  production. 

Analysis:  These  programmers  are  not 
entitled  to  B-1  visa  classification.  They 
are  working  for  the  U.S.  entity  in 
producing  the  contracted  product.  The 
U.S.  entity  is  controlling/supervising 
the  aliens’  work.  Thus  they  are  engaging 
in  local  labor  for  hire. 

B.  Alternate  Additional  Facts:  The 
foreign-based  programmers  visit  the 
U.S.  entity's  work  site  in  the  U.S.  to 
obtain  the  necessary  information  to 
develop  the  program.  They  return  to 
their  foreign-based  work  place  and 
prepare  the  software. 

Analysis:  They  are  entitled  to  B-1  visa 
classification.  None  of  their  work 
product  is  produced  in  the  U.S. 
Information  gathering  is  a  necessary 
activity  to  perform  the  contracted  task. 
It,  at  least  in  this  case,  does  not  involve 
local  labor  for  hire. 

Visitors  for  Pleasure 

The  FAM  Notes  pertaining  to  B-2'8 
have  similarly  been  incorporated  into 
the  proposed  rule.  They  are  not 
describe  herein,  however,  inasmuch  as 
it  has  not  been  necessary  to  change 
them  in  response  to  legislative 
enactments. 

Proposed  Rule 

This  rule  is  not  considered  to  be  a 
major  rule  for  purposes  of  E.0. 12291 
nor  is  it  expected  to  have  a  significant 
impact  on  a  substantial  numl^r  of  small 
entities  imder  the  criteria  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act.  This 
proposed  rule  imposes  no  reporting  or 
record  keeping  requirements  on  the 
public  requiring  the  approval  of  the 
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Office  of  Management  and  Budget  under 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act 
retirements. 

This  rule  has  been  reviewed  as 
required  by  E.0. 12778  and  certified  to 
be  in  compliance  therewith.  The 
Department  believes  the  retroactive 
application  of  the  &-1  visa  rules  does 
not  arise  within  the  context  of  this 
proposed  regrilation.  At  the  time  of 
promulgation  of  the  final  rule,  the 
Department  will  explore  with  the  INS 
any  aspect  of  retroactive  applicability  of 
the  final  rule  and  will  seek  to  establish 
any  appropriate  measures. 

List  of  Subjects  in  22  CFR  Part  41 

Aliens.  Nonimmigrants,  Temporary 
visitors. 

In  view  of  the  legislative  chemges 
made  to  the  INA  by  IMMACT  90  and 
MATINA,  part  41  to  title  22,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  would  be  amended 
as  follows. 

PART  41— [AMENDED] 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  41  is 
revised  to  read; 

Authority:  8  U.S.C  1104;  8  U.S.C 
1101(a)(15). 

2.  Section  41.31  to  part  41  would  be 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

f  41.31  Temporary  vlsitora  for  business  or 
pleasure. 

(a)  General  classification.  An  alien  is 
classifiable  as  a  nonimmigrant  visitor 
for  business  (B-1)  or  pleasure  (B-2)  if 
the  consular  officer  is  satisfied  that  the 
alien  qualifies  imder  the  provisions  of 
INA  101(a)(15](B),  and  that; 

(1)  The  alien  intends  to  leave  the 
United  States  at  the  end  of  the 
temporary  stay,  and  if  applicable,  has 
paid  any  such  bond  as  shall  be  required 
by  the  consular  officer  to  be  posted  with 
the  Attorney  General  to  ensure  the 
alien’s  departure; 

(2)  The  alien  has  permission  to  enter 
a  foreign  country  at  the  end  of  the 
temporary  stay;  and 

(3)  Adequate  financial  arrangements 
have  been  made  to  enable  the  alien  to 
carry  out  the  purpose  of  the  visit  to,  and 
deoarture  fiom,  the  United  States. 

(b)  Classification  as  a  visitor  for 
business.  An  alien  is  classifiable  as  a 
nonimmigrant  visitor  for  business  if  the 
consular  officer  is  satisfied  that  the  alien 
qualifies  under  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section,  and  that: 

(1)  The  alien’s  principal  place  of 
business  and  the  actual  place  of 
eventual  accrual  of  profits,  at  least 
predominantly,  are  in  a  foreign  country: 
and 

(2)  Although  the  business  activities 
need  not  be  temporary,  the  alien’s 


various  entries  into  the  United  States 
made  in  the  course  of  such  business  will 
be  individually  of  a  plainly  temporary 
natiue. 

(c)  Business.  The  term  "business”,  as 
us^  in  INA  101(a)(15)(B),  refers  to 
legitimate  activities  of  a  commercial  or 
professional  nature  or  other  legitimate 
activities  of  a  temporary  nature  falling 
within  the  ordinary  meaning  of  the 
word  "business.”  It  does  not  include 
local  employment  or  labor  for  hire. 

(d)  Local  employment  or  labor  for 
hire.  Local  employment  or  labor  for  hire 
generally  includes  engaging  in  any 
employment  activity  that  is  domestic  in 
nature  in  a  position  which  is  generally 
filled  on  a  competitive  basis  within  the 
U.S.  domestic  labor  market.  Local 
employment  or  labor  for  hire  includes 
building  or  construction  work,  whether 
on-site  or  in  plant,  but  does  not 
ordinarily  include  the  supervision  or 
training  of  others  engaged  in  building  or 
construction  work. 

(e)  Principal  place  of  business  and  the 
actual  place  of  eventual  accrual  of 
profits.  The  principal  place  of  a  person’s 
business  and  the  actual  place  of 
eventual  accrual  of  profits  is  ordinarily 
the  location  in  which  and  from  which 
the  alien  conducts  his/her  main 
business  activities  and  from  which  the 
alien  draws  his/her  salary. 

(0  Activities  of  a  commercial  nature. 
Activities  of  a  commercial  nature 
include: 

(1)  Engaging  in  commercial 
transactions  (i.e.,  buying  or  selling)  that 
do  not  involve  gainful  employment  with 
an  employer  in  the  United  States; 

(2)  Negotiating  contracts; 

(3)  Consulting  with  business 
associates,  including  attending  meetings 
of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  a  U.S. 
corporation; 

Activities  of  a  professional  nature. 
Activities  of  a  professional  nature 
include: 

(1)  Engaging  in  litigation,  including 
consultation  or  research  but  not 
practicing  before  a  State  Bar; 

(2)  Participating  in  scientific, 
educational,  professional  or  business 
conventions,  conferences,  or  seminars; 

(3)  Undertaking  independent 
research; 

(4)  Engaging  in  activities  that  would 
be  classifiable  under  H-3  except  that 
there  is  no  U.S.  employer  involved,  and 
the  alien  is: 

(i)  A  foreign  medical  school  student 
who  is  coming  to  take  an  "elective 
clerkship”  (practical  experience  and 
instruction  in  the  various  disciplines  of 
the  practice  of  medicine  under  the 
supervision  and  direction  of  faculty 
physicians)  at  a  U.S.  medical  school’s 
hospital,  without  remuneration  horn  the 


hospital,  as  an  approved  part  of  the 
foreign  medical  s^ool  education:  or 

(ii)  Undertaking  training  at  the  behest 
of  a  foreign  employer  by  whom  the  alien 
is  already  employ^  abroad  and  from 
whom  the  alien  will  continue  to  receive 
his  or  her  salary  while  in  training  in  the 
United  States. 

(h)  Other  examples  of  legitimate 
business  activities.  An  alien  qualified 
imder  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  may 
be  issued  a  B-1  visa  to  engage  in 
activities  such  as  the  following: 

(1)  A  commercial  or  industrial  worker 
may  install,  service,  or  repair 
commercial  or  industrial  equipment  or 
machinery,  or  software  products 
purchased  fit>m  a  company  outside  the 
United  States,  or  train  U.S.  workers  to 
perform  such  services,  provided: 

(i)  ’That  a  contract  of  sale  with  the 
foreign  seller  has  specifically  required 
the  seller  to  provide  such  services  or 
training: 

(ii)  The  alien  possesses  knowledge 
essential  to  the  seller’s  contractual 
obligation  to  perform  the  services  or 
training; 

(iii)  The  purchase  contract  is 
principally  for  the  purchase  of  a 
physical  product,  i.e.,  machinery  or 
other  forms  of  equipment  and  is  not 
principally  a  contract  for  activities  of  a 
service  nature; 

(iv)  The  foreign  firm  that  the  alien  is 
representing  is  regularly  engaged  in 
business  of  a  commercial  nature; 

(v)  There  is  no  direct  correlation 
between  the  payment  frnm  the  U.S.  firm 
to  the  foreign  firm  for  the  contracted 
purchase  (and  potential  service)  and  the 
salary  of  the  alien; 

(vi)  The  alien  will  receive  no 
remuneration  from  a  U.S.  source;  and 

(vii)  The  foreign  company  controls  all 
employment-related  aspects  of  the 
alien’s  day-to-day  activities  and  the 
location(s)  in  the  U.S.  where  the  alien 
performs  the  activities. 

This  provision  does  not  include  an  alien 
seeking  to  enter  to  perform  building  or 
construction  work,  whether  on-site  or 
in-plant,  but  an  alien  may  be  classified 
as  a  B-1  for  the  purpose  of  supervision 
or  training  of  U.S.  workers  engaged  in 
building  or  construction  work  in 
pursuance  of  such  a  contract. 

(2)  A  professional  athlete,  such  as  a 
golfer  or  tennis  player,  who  has  no 
contractual  arrangement  with  a  U.S. 
sponsor  may  participate  in  a  tournament 
or  other  similar  sports  activity,  provided 
he  or  she  receives  no  salary  or  payment 
other  then  prize  money  for  such 
participation. 

(3)  An  alien  athlete  or  team  member 
may  perform  if  he  or  she  meets  all  of  the 
following  criteria: 
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(i)  The  alien  athlete  seeks  to  enter  the 
United  States  as  a  member  of  a  foreign- 
based  team  in  order  to  compete  against 
another  sports  team; 

(ii)  The  foreign  sports  team  and  the 
alien  athlete  have  their  principal  place 
of  business  or  activity  in  a  foreign 
country^ 

(iii)  llie  income  of  the  foreign  based 
team  and  the  salary  of  its  players  are 
principally  accrued  in  a  foreign  country; 
and 

(iv)  The  foreign  based  sports  team  is 
a  member  of  an  international  sports 
league  or  the  sporting  activities 
involved  have  an  international 
dimension. 

(4)  An  amateur  teams  sports  player  in 
response  to  an  invitation  from  a 

rofessional  team  may  participate  in 
rief  try-outs  during  die  course  of  the 
regular  professional  season  or  playoff. 
Among  other  conditions  the  teams  may 
provide  only  for  such  expenses  such  as 
round-trip  fare,  hotel  room,  meals,  and 
other  tryout  transportation  costs. 

(5)  Officials  of  international  sports 
leagues  or  associations  may  officiate  at 
international  competitions  provided 
that: 

(i)  The  officials  are  coming 
temporarily  to  the  United  States  on 

*  league/association  business  for  short 
periods  of  time  to  render  services  to 
their  foreign  employer; 

(ii)  The  officials  are  paid  by  their 
foreign  employer  and  %vill  receive  only 
incidental  expenses  while  in  the  United 
States; 

(iii)  The  profits  frum  the  officials’ 
services  accrue  outside  the  United 
States; 

(iv)  The  officials’  principal  place  of 
business  is  outside  the  United  States; 
and 

(v)  The  officials  are  not  displacing  any 
U.S.  workers  or  engaging  in  skilled  or 
unskilled  labor  in  the  United  States. 

(6)  A  professional  entertainer  may 
come  to  the  United  States  to  perform 
provided  that: 

(i)  He  or  she  will  perform  only  in  a 
cultural  program  sponsored  by  the 
sending  country:  Will  perform  before  a 
nonpaying  audience;  and  will  have  all 
expenses,  including  per  diem,  paid  by 
the  entertainer’s  government;  or 

(ii)  He  or  she  will  perform  in  a 
competition  for  whi^  there  is  no 
remuneration  other  than  a  prize 
(monetary  or  otherwise)  and  expenses. 

(7)  An  alien  entertainer  may  audition 
his  or  her  act  or  take  part  in  try-outs 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  negotiating  an 
employment  contract  with  ffie 
prospective  employer.  An  alien  who  has 
been  invited  by  a  prospective  employer 
in  the  United  States  solely  for  an 
interview,  try-out,  or  audition  may 


receive  incidental  expenses  while  in  the 
United  States.  The  alien,  however,  may 
not  perform  temporary  services  for  a 
United  States  employer  on  a  trial  basis. 

(B)  An  idien  may  work  as  a  crewman 
of  a  private  yacht,  regardless  of  the 
nationality  of  the  private  yacht,  which 
will  be  sailing  out  of  a  foreign  home 
port  and  cruising  in  U.S.  waters  for 
more  than  twenty-nine  days; 

(9)  An  alien  may  perform  his  or  her 
responsibilities  as  a  “coasting  officer’’; 

(10)  An  alien  may  investigate 
opportunities  whi(±  might  qualify  the 
alien  for  status  as  an  E-2  investor, 
provided,  however,  that  such  alien  may 
not  perform  productive  labor  or  actively 
participate  in  the  management  of  a 
business  while  in  B-1  visa  status. 

(11)  An  alien  may  perform  services 
pursuant  to  the  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
Lands  Act  Amendments  of  1978 
(OCSLA)  as  specified  in  33  CFR  part  141 
(Coast  Guard’s  reflations). 

(12)  A  personal  or  domestic  servant 
may  accompany  or  follow  to  join  his  or 
her  U.S.  citizen  employer  who  has  a 
permanent  home  or  is  stationed  in  a 
foreign  country  and  who  is  visiting  the 
United  States  temporarily,  provid^  the 
employer-employee  relationship  existed 
prior  to  the  commencement  of  the 
employer’s  visit  to  the  United  States. 

(13)  A  personal  or  domestic  servant 
may  accompany  or  follow  to  join  his  or 
her  U.S.  citizen  employer  to  perform 
personal  or  domestic  services,  provided 
that  the  servant  can  establish,  through 
personnel  records  and  statements  firom 
the  U.S.  citizen’s  employer,  that: 

(i)  'The  U.S.  citizen  employer  is 
subject  to  frequent  international 
transfers  lasting  two  years  or  more  as  a 
condition  of  employment,  and  that  the 
citizen  is  returning  to  the  United  States 
as  a  result  of  such  a  transfer; 

(ii)  The  U.S.  citizen  employer’s  is 

current  assignment  in  the  United  States, 
if  any,  will  for  not  more  than  four 
years;  * 

(iii)  ’The  U.S.  citizen  employer  has 
employed  the  servant  abroad  for  at  least 
six  months  prior  to  admission  into  the 
United  States; 

(iv)  The  servant  will  reside  in  the  U.S. 
citizen  employer’s  household  and  will 
be  provided  a  private  room  and  board 
without  cost  to  the  servant; 

(v)  The  servant  will  work  only  for  the 
U.S.  citizen  employer;  and 

(vi)  The  U.S.  citizen  employer  and 
servant  have  sim ed  a  contract  (a  copy 
of  which  must  m  made  available  to  the 
consular  officer)  that  guarantees  that  the 
servant  will  receive  at  least  the 
prevailing  wage  for  domestics  in  the 
area  of  employment;  that  all  other 
benefits  normally  given  to  U.S.  workers 
in  the  area  of  employment  will  be 


granted  to  the  servant;  that  round-trip 
airfare  will  be  provid^  to  the  servant; 
that  the  servant  will  not  be  required  to 
give  more  that  two  weeks  notice  of 
intent  to  leave  the  employment;  and  that 
the  U.S.  citizen  employer  will  give  at 
least  two  weeks  notice  of  intent  to 
terminate  the  employment;  and 

(vii)  There  is  a  good  feith  intent  on 
the  part  of  each  party  that  the  alien  will 
depart  the  United  States  in  the  event  of 
the  termination  of  the  employment  or 
the  citizen’s  reassignment  abroad. 

(14)  A  personal  or  domestic  servant 
may  accompany  or  follow  to  join  his  or 
her  foreign  employer  who  seeks 
admission  to,  or  is  already  in,  the 
United  States  in  B,  E,  F,  H,  I,  J,  L,  M, 

O,  P,  and  R  nonimmigrant  status  to 
perform  personal  or  domestic  services, 
provided; 

(i)  ’The  servant  can  show  that  he  or 
she  has  a  residence  abroad  that  he  or 
she  does  not  intend  to  abandon 
(whether  or  not  the  employer  is  in  a 
nonimmigrant  status  wfaidi  does  not 
refire  such  a  showing;  and 

Ui)  The  servant  has  oMn  employed 
abroad  by  the  employer  as  a  personal  or 
domestic  household  employee  for  at 
least  one  year  prior  to  the  date  of  the 
employer’s  admission  to  the  United 
States;  or, 

(iii)  An  employer-employee 
relationship  has  existed  prior  to  the 
time  of  application;  the  employer  can 
demonstrate  that  he  or  she  has  regularly 
employed  (either  year-roimd  or 
seasonally)  a  personal  or  domestic 
servant  over  a  period  of  three  years 
immediately  preceding  the  time  of 
application  and  the  employee  can 
demonstrate  at  least  one  year’s  prior 
experience  as  a  personal  or  domestic 
servant; 

(15)  An  employee  of  a  foreign  airline 
engaged  in  international  transporation 
of  passengers  and  freight,  who  is  not 
otherwise  entitled  to  classification 
under  INA  101(a)(15)  (E)  or  (L),  may 
perform  employment  responsibilities 
with  the  airline  in  an  executive, 
supervisory,  or  highly  technical 
capacity; 

(16)  An  alien  may  temporarily 
perform  services  for  his  or  her  foreign 
employer  as  a  jockey,  sulkey  driver, 
trainer,  or  groom.  The  alien  may  not 
work  in  the  United  States  for  any  other 
foreign  or  United  States  employer  after 
entry  in  B-1  status  for  this  purpose; 

(17)  An  alien  may  open  or  be 
employed  in  a  new  branch,  subsidiary, 
or  affiliate  of  a  foreign  employer  in  a 
capacity  that,  will  qualify  the  employee 
for  an  1^1  status  upon  proof  of  the 
acf  isition  of  physical  premises; 

(18)  An  employee  of  a  foreign  airline 
may  come  to  the  United  States  to  pick 
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up  an  aircraft  if  the  employee  is  not 
transiting  the  United  SWes  and  is  not 
admissible  as  a  crewman; 

(19)  An  alien  may  obae^a  the 
conduct  of  business  or  other 
professional  or  vocational  activity 
provided  the  alien  jMys  for  his  or  her 
own  expenses  and  does  not  engage  in 
employment: 

(20)  An  alien  may,  pursuant  to 
invitation,  participate  in  any  program 
furnishing  techni^  information  and 
assistance  under  section  635(f)  of  the 
Foreign  Assistance  Act  of  1961,  75  Stat. 
424; 

(21)  An  alien  may,  pursuant  to 
invitation,  participate  in  the  training  of 
Peace  Corps  volunteers  <»  may  come  to 
the  United  States  under  contract 
pursuant  to  sections  9  and  20(a)(4)  of 
the  Peace  Co^s  Act  (75  Stat.  612), 
unless  the  alien  qualifies  for  “A"  visa 
classification; 

(22)  An  alien  who  is  not  an  employee 
of  a  foreign  government  may  participate 
in  the  United  Nations  Institute  for 
Training  and  Research  (UNTTAT) 
internship  program; 

(23)  An  wen  may  cmne  to  the  Uiiited 
States  as  an  employee  of  a  foreign 
exhibitor  at  an  intarnatimal  fair  or 
exposition  if  he  or  she  does  not  qualify 
for  “A”  visa  classification  as  a  foreign 
government  representative. 

(24)  An  alien  may  participate  in  a 
voluntary  service  program  benefiting 

•  U.S.  local  communities,  provided  that 
no  salary  or  remuneration  will  be  paid 
the  alien  from  a  U.S.  source,  othm  than 
an  allowance  or  other  reinbursement  for 
expenses  incidental  to  the  volunteers* 
stay  in  the  United  States.  For  these 
pxuposes,  a  “volimtary  swvice  pregram’* 
is  an  organized  project  conducted  %  a 
recognized  nonprofit  charitable 
organization  to  provide  assistance  to  the 
poor  or  the  needy  or  to  further  a 
charitable  cause.  Hm  program  may  not, 
however,  involve  the  selling  of  articles 
and/or  the  solicitation  and  acceptance 
of  demations. 


(i)  Classification  as  a  visitor  for 
ploasure.  An  alien  is  classifiable  as  a 
nonimmigrant  visitor  for  pleasure  if  the 
consular  officer  is  satisfied  that  the  alien 
qualifies  under  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  and  is  entering  the  United  States 
temporarily  to  mgage  in  activities  for 
pleasure  which  do  not  involve  skilled  or 
unskilled  labor  for  pay  in  the  United 
States,  nor  full  time  anemic  or 
vocational  schooling,  iu>r  inftmnation 
media  activities. 

(j)  Legitimate  activities  of  pleasure. 

The  term  “pleasure**,  as  us^  in  INA 
101(a)(15)(B),  refers  to  legitimate 
activities  of  a  recreational  character, 
including  tourism,  amusement,  visits 
with  friends  or  relatives,  rest,  medical 
treatment,  and  activities  of  a  fraternal, 
social,  or  service  nature.  Legitimate 
activities  of  pleasure  include: 

(1)  Coming  to  the  United  States 
primarily  for  tourism,  even  if,  also, 
incidentally  engaging  in  a  short  course 
of  study; 

(2)  Engaging  as  an  amateur  in  an 
amateur  entertainment  or  athletic 
activity,  even  if  the  incidental  expenses 
associated  with  the  visit  are  reimbursed. 

(3)  Accompanying  a  principal  alien 
who  is  a: 

(i)  Dependent  of  an  alien  member  of 
any  branch  of  the  U.S.  Armed  Forces 
temporarily  assigned  for  duty  in  the 
United  States; 

(ii)  Dependent  of  a  crewman  classified 
under  INA  101(aKl5)(D): 

(iii)  Dependent  of  a  U.S.  citizen  or 
resident  ^en  coming  temporarily  to  the 
United  States; 

(iv)  Dependent  of  a  nonimmigrant 
principal  alien  who  is  not  entitled  to 
derivative  status  of  that  principal  alien; 

(4)  Coming  to  marry  with  the  intent  to 
return  to  a  residence  abroad  soon  after 
the  marriage; 

(5)  Coming  to  the  United  States  to 
meet  the  alien’s  fiance(e)*s  femily;  to 
become  engaged;  to  make  arrangements 
for  a  wedding:  or  to  renew  a 


relation^p  with  the  prospective 
spouse. 

(6)  Coming,  as  a  spouse  manied  by 
proxy  to  an  alien  in  the  United  States  in 
a  nonimmigrant  status,  to  the  United 
States  to  join  the  spouse.  (Upon  arrival 
in  the  United  States  the  joining  spouse 
must  apply  to  the  INS  for  permission  to 
change  to  the  appropriate  derivative 
status  after  consummation  of  the 
marriage.) 

(7)  Seeking  to  enter  the  United  States 
to  take  advantage  of  such  benefits  tmder 
INA  329  to  which  the  alien  is  entitled 
irrespective  of  the  foreign  residence 
abroad  requirement  of  INA 
(101)(a)(15)(B). 

(8)  Acemnpanying  the  spouse  or 
parent  on  the  service  member’s 
assignment  to  the  United  States  as  an 
alien  dependent  of  an  alien  member  of 
the  U.S.  Armed  Forces  who  qualifies  for 
naturalization  under  INA  328. 

(9)  Attending  a  school  which  is  a 
vocational  or  recreational  in  character,  if 
the  purpose  of  attendance  is  recreational 
or  avocaticmal. 

(10)  Seeking  to  wter  the  United  States 
in  emergent  circumstances,  when  the 
alien  is  otherwise  entitled  to  lawful 
permanent  resident  status; 

(k)  Authority  to  Issue  Combined  B-1/ 
B-2  Visas  ana  Fee  to  be  Collected.  (1) 
Consular  officers  may  issue  combii^ 
B-l/B-2  visas  to  qualified  applicants 
who  are  firequent  or  periodic  visitors 
and  whose  principal  purpose  for 
visiting  the  United  States  at  various 
times  ^8  within  the  B->1  or  B-2  visa 
classification. 

(2)  When  the  fee  prescribed  in  the 
appropriate  sdiedule  is  not  the  same  for 
each  classification,  the  higher  of  the  two 
fees  shall  be  collected. 

Dated:  )uly  21, 1993. 

Mary  A.  Ryan, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Consular  Affairs. 

(FR  Doc.  93-17850  Piled  7-23-93;  1:45  pm] 
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682 . 36869 

685 . 36008 

690 . 36869 

755  . 36869 

757 . 36069 

756  . 36869 

762 . 36869 

769  . 36869 

770  . 36869 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

361 . 38482 

631 . 38504 

632...- . - . - . 38504 

633 . 38504 

634— . 38504 

635 . 38504 

650 . 37890 

692 . 36110 

36CFR 

51 . 36598 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

1191- . 37052,  38204 

37CFR 

1 . 38719 

Proposad  RuIm: 

1  . 39704 

2  . 39102 

10 . 38994 

38CFR 

2  . 39152 

3  . 37856 

4  . 39664 

14 . 39152 

21 . 38057 

36 . 37857 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

1 . 39706 

3 . 38104,  38106 

14 . 39174 

21 . 38106,  39488 

39  CFR 

233 . 36598 

3001 . 38975 

40  CFR 

51  . 38816 

52  . 37421,  37423,  37426, 

37658, 38058, 38060, 38816, 

39445 

82 . 36516 

85 . 36871 

131 . 36141 

180 . 36358, 

36359,  37861,38977,  38980, 
39153 

.185 . 36358,  37862 

186 . 37867 

228 . 35884 


260  _ _ 38816 

266 _ .38816 

414 . — . 36872 

PiDpOMd  RuIm: 

Ch.  1 . 37450,  37991,  38546 

52 . 36905,  37450,  37453, 

36108.38326,39717 
63 . 37778 

81  . -.36908,  37453,  38108, 

38331 

82  . - . 38735 

88 . 35420 

180 . 36366,  37893 

186 . 36366,  39180 

261  . - . 36367 

300 . 37693 

372 . 36180 

41  CFR 

101-41 . 39664 

101-44 . 39666 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

101-25 . 39720 

42  CFR 

405 . 37994  - 

414 . 37994 

417 . 38062 

435  . 39092 

436  . 39092 

493 . 39154 

Proposad  RuIm: 

51a . 38995 

417 . 38170 

43  CFR 

3730 . 38186 

3820 . 38186 

3830 . 38186 

3850 . 38186 

Propoaad  RuIm: 

11 . 39328 

Public  Land  Ordara: 

6983 . 38602 

6986 . 35408 

6988  . 35409 

6989  . 38083 

44  CFR 

64  . 39666,  39668,39670 

65  . 38303,  38305 

67 . 38083 

354 . 35770 

Propoaad  RuIm: 

67 . 38333 

45  CFR 
Propoaad  RuIm: 

400 . . . 39181 

1602 . 36910 

46  CFR 

170  . 36601 

502 . 38648 

Propoaad  Rulaa: 

15 . 36914 

171  . 36374 

47  CFR 

1  . 36142,  37867,  38534 

2  . 37429 

15 . 37429 

34  . 36142 

35  . 36142 

43 . 36142 


IV 
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61 _ 36143.  36145,  38536 

64  . 36143.  39671 

65  . 36145 

68 . 36143.  36145 

73 . 35409.  35410,  37431. 

38067, 38088, 38534, 38536 

76 . 36604, 

38088,  39184,  39185 

90 _  36362,  38537,  39450 

PfOpOMd  PImIm: 

Ch.  1 . 36630 

1  . 38721 

2  . 39721 

61 . 37894 

73 . 35420,35421,36184, 

36374, 36375, 36376, 37455, 
37696, 38111, 38547, 38548, 
38493.39494,39722 
76 . 39184,  38185 

87  . 39722 

88  . 39721 

90 . 38549,  39721 

94 . 39721 

48CFR 

2 . 37868 

904..,. . 36363 

906 . 36363 

913 . 36363,  39679 


915  . 36363 

916  . 36363 

919 . 36363 

922 . 36149,  36363,  39679 

935 . 37868 

937 . 36149 

952 . 36149,  36363,  39679 

970 . 36149,  36363,  39679 

PropoMd  RuIm: 

909 . 38340 

917  . 36918 

952 . 38340 

970 . 38340 

1823 . 37697 

1852 . 37697 

49CFR 

37 . 38204 

218 . 36605 

229 . 36605 

541 . 36376 

571 . 36152,  36615 

604 . 36894 

1145 . 39679 

Propo— d  RuIm: 

37 . 37052 

171  . 36920,37612,  38111 

172  . 37612 

173  . 37612 


174 . 37612 

177 . 37612 

179 . 37612 

390 . 37895 

392  . 37900 

393  . 37900 

542  . 38999 

543  . 35422 

571 . 38346 

1035 . 39723 

50CFR 

17 . 35887,  37432 

227 . 38537 

85 . 36619 

285 . 36154 

380 . 39451 

611 . 38167 

625 . 35891,39680 

630 . 37443 

640 . 38981 

646 . 35895,  36155,  38813 

655 . 38977 

658 . 35897 

661  . 39161 

662  . 38726 

671  . 36900,38727 

672  . 35897,  37660.  37870, 


37871, 38167, 39456, 39457, 


39680 

675 . 35897,  37660,  39162, 

39680 

Propowd  RuIm: 

17 . 36184, 

'  36379,  36387,  39495 

36924, 37699, 38549, 38552, 
38553,38736,39495 
20 . 37828 

23  . 38112 

24  . 36925.  39003 

226  . 38553 

227  . 38554 

642 . 36632 

859 . 37456 

669 . 39186 


LIST  OF  PUBLIC  LAWS 

Note:  No  public  bite  which 
have  become  law  were 
received  by  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register  for  inclusion 
in  today’s  Uet  of  Public 
Laws. 
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V 


CFR  CHECKUST 


TNs  checklist,  prepared  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal  Register,  is 
published  weekly.  It  ie  arranged  in  the  order  of  CFR  Wes.  stock 
numbers,  prices,  artd  revision  dates. 

An  asterisk  (*)  precedes  each  entry  that  hcis  been  issued  since  last 
week  and  which  is  now  available  for  sale  at  the  Government  Prirttmg 
Office. 

A  diecWist  of  current  CFR  volumas  comprising  a  complete  CFR  set 
also  appears  in  the  latest  issue  of  the  LSA  (List  of  CFR  Sections 
Affected),  which  is  revised  rrxxrfoly. 

The  annual  rate  for  subscription  to  all  revised  volumes  is  $775.00 
domestic.  $193.75  additior>ai  for  foreign  mailir>g. 

Mail  orders  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Attn;  New  Orders. 
P.O.  Box  371954.  Pittsburgh.  PA  15250-7954.  All  orders  must  be 
accompanied  by  renvitance  (check,  money  order,  GPO  Deposit 
Account,  VISA,  or  Master  Cvd).  Charge  orders  tfiay  be  telephoned 
to  the  GPO  Or^r  Desk,  Morxlay  through  Friday,  at  (202)  783-3238 
from  6:00  a.fn.  to  4:00  p.m.  eastern  time,  or  FAX  your  charge  orders 
to  (202)  512^2233. 


TWs 

Stock  Numbsr 

Pries 

RavWonDals 

1, 2  (2  Reserved) . 

(869-019-00001-1)  . 

$15.00 

Jon.  1.  1993 

3  (1992  CompHotion 
and  Ports  100  and 
101) . . 

(869-019-00002-0) . 

17.00 

•Jon.  I.  1993 

4 . 

(869-019-00003-8) . 

5.50 

Jon.  1.  1993 

5  Parts: 

1-699  . - . 

(869-019-00004-6) . 

21.00 

Jon.  1.  1993 

700-1199  . . . . 

(869-019-00005-4) . 

17.00 

Jon.  1.  1993 

1200-End,  6  (6 
Resenred) . 

.  (869-019-00006-2) . 

2100 

Jon.  I,  1993 

7  Parts: 

0-26  . . . . 

.  (869-019-00007-1) . 

20.00 

Jon.  1. 1993 

27-45  . . .  .. 

.  (869-019-00008-9) . 

13.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

46-51  . . . 

.  (869-019-00009-7) . 

20.00 

Jon.  1. 1993 

52  . . . 

.  (869-01W)0010-r) . 

28.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

53-209  . 

.(869-019-00011-9) . 

21.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

210-299  . 

.  (869-019-00012-7) . 

30.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

vM-tce 

.  (869-019-00013-5) 

15.00 

Joa  1,  1993 

400-699  . . . 

.  (869-019-00014-3) . 

17.00 

Joa  1.  1993 

700-899  . . . 

.  (869-019-00015-1)  „.... 

21.00 

3an.  1,  1993 

900-999  . . . 

.  (869-019-00016K)) ...... 

33.00 

Jon.  1.  1993 

1000-1059  . 

.(869-019-00017-8) _ 

20.00 

Jan.  1. 1993 

1060-1119  . 

.  (869-019-00018-6) . 

13.00 

Jon.  1.  1993 

1120-1199  . . 

.  (869-019-00019-4) . 

11.00 

Jon.  1. 1993 

1200-1499  . 

.  (869-019-00020-8) . 

27.00 

Jan.  1,  1993 

1500-1899  . 

.  (869-019-00021-6) . 

17.00 

Jon.  1. 1993 

1900-1939  . 

,.  (869-019-00022-4) . 

13.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

1940-1949  . 

..  (869^)19-00023-2) . 

27.00 

Jan.  1. 1993 

1950-1999  . 

..  (869^)1900024-1) . 

32.00 

Jan.  1, 1993 

2000-End . . 

..  (869-01900025-9) . 

12.00 

Jan.  1.  1993 

8 . . . . . . 

..  (869-019-00026-7) . 

20.00 

Jan.  1.  1993 

9  Parts: 

1-199  _ _ _ 

..  (869019-00027-5) 

.  27.00 

Jon.  1. 1993 

200-End  . . . 

..  (86901900028-3) . 

.  21.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

10  Parts: 

n-50 . 

..  (869-019^)0029-1)  .... 

.  29.00 

Jon.  1.  1993 

51-199 _ _ _ 

..  (869-01900030-5) 

.  21.00 

Jem.  1. 1993 

200-399  . . . . 

..  (869-01900031-3)  _.. 

.  15.00 

Joa  1,  1993 

400-499  . . . 

..  (86901900032-1)  „. 

.  20.00 

Jon.  1.  1993 

500-End  . 

..  (869019-00033-0)  .... 

.  33.00 

Jan.  1,  1993 

11  . . . . (869-019-00034-8) .  13.00  Jon.  1.  1903 


12  Parts: 


t-J99 _ _ 

. («AO-ni«-nnm.«i.-A) 

11.00 

Joa  1, 1993 

200-219  . 

. (869-019-00036-4)  .... 

.  15.00 

Jaa  1.  1993 

220-299  . 

_ (869-019^)0037-2)  .... 

.  26.00 

Jon.  1.  1993 

300-499  . 

. (869-019-00038-1)  .... 

.  21.00 

Jon.  1. 1993 

500-599  . 

_ (869^19-00039-9)  .... 

.  19.00 

Joa  1,  1993 

600-End  . 

. (869-019^)0040-2)  .... 

.  28.00 

Jon.  1. 1993 

13  . 

. . (869-019-00041-1)  .... 

..  28.00 

Joa  1. 1993 

TWe 

Stock  Nunewr 

Price 

Revtolon  Dels 

14  Parts: 

1-69 

_ (869-019-00042-^  _ _ 

2900 

Jaa  1,  1993 
Jon.  1,  1993 

60-139...  . . 

. (869-019-00043-7)  „ 

2600 

140-199  . . . 

_ _ (869-019-00044-5) 

12.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

200-1199  . 

. (869-019-00045-3) . 

22.00 

Jon.  1,  1993 

1200-End . 

. (869-019-00046-n . 

16.00 

Jon.  1.  1993 

15  Parts:  . 

0-299  . . . 

(869-019-00047-05  . 

14.00 

Jon.  1. 1993 

300-799  . 

. (869-019-00048-8) . 

25.00 

Jon.  1.  1993 

800-End  . 

. (869-019-00049-6) . 

19.00 

Jon.  1. 1993 

16  Parts: 

0-149  . 

. (869-019-00050-0)  . 

700 

Jon.  1,  1993 

150-999  . . . 

. (869-019-00051-6)  _ 

17.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

1000-tnd . . 

. . (869-019-00052-6)  ... 

24.00 

Jon.  1.  1993 

17  Parts: 

1-199  ...._ . 

. (869-019-00054-2) . 

1800 

Apr.  1,  1993 

200-239  . 

. (869-017-00055-8)  . 

17.00 

Apr.  1,  1992 

240-End  . . 

. (869-017-00056-6) _ 

24.00 

Apr.  1.  1992 

18  Parts: 

1-149  . . 

. (869-017-00057-4) . 

1600 

Apr.  1.  1992 

•150-279  . 

. (869-019-00058-5) . 

19.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 

280-399  . . 

. (869-019-00059-3) _ 

15.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 

400-End  . 

. (869-019-00060-7) _ _ 

10.00  - 

Apr.  1.  1993 

19  Parts: 

1-199  . 

. (869-019-00061-5)  . 

35.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

200-End  . . 

. (869-019-00062-3)  . 

11.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 

20  Parts: 

1-399  . 

. (869-019-00063-1)  . 

19.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 

400-499  . . 

. (869-019-00064-0)  . 

31.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 

•500-End . 

. (869-019-00065-8)  . 

30.00 

Aor.  1.  1993 

21  Parts: 

1-99 . . 

. (869-019-00064-6) _ 

15.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

100-169  . 

. (869-017-00067-1) . 

14.00 

Apr.  1.  1992 

170-199  . 

. (869-019-00068-2) . 

2C.OO 

Apr.  1. 1993 

200-299  . . 

. (869-019-00069-1) . 

6.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 

300-499  . 

. (869-019-00070-4) . 

34.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

500-599  . . 

. (869-019-00071-2) . 

21.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 

600-799  . 

. (869-019-00072-1) . 

8.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

•800-1299  . 

_ (869-019-00073-9) _ 

22.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 

1300-End . 

. (869-019-00074-7) _ 

12.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 

22  Parts: 

1-299  . 

. (869-019-00075-5)  _ 

30.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 

300-End  . 

. (869-019-00076-3) . 

22.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 

23  . . 

. (869-019-00077-1) . 

21.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 

24  Parts: 

0-199  . 

. (869-017-00078-7) _ 

34.00 

Apr.  1.  1992 

200-499  . 

. (869-017-00079-5) . 

32.00 

Apt.  1.  1992 

500-699  . 

. (869-019-00080-1) . 

17.00 

Apr.  1. 1993 

700-1699  . 

. (869-017-00081-7) . 

34.00 

Apr.  1.  1992 

1700-End . 

. (869-019-00082-8) . 

15.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 
Apr.  1,  1992 

25  . 

26  Parts: 

. (869-017-00083-3) . 

25.00 

§§1.0-1-1.60  . 

. (869-019-0C084-4) . 

21.00 

Apt.  1,  1993 

•§§1.61-1.169  .... 

. (869-019-00085-2) . 

37.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 

§§1.170-1.300  .... 

. (869-019-00086-1) . 

23.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 

§§  1.301-1.400  .... 

. (869-017-00087-6) . 

17.00 

Apr.  1.  1992 

§§l  >401-1.440  .... 

. (869-019-00088-7) 

31.00 

Apr.  1.  1993 

§§1501-1.640  .... 

. .  (869-019-00090-9) . 

20.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

•§§1541-1550  .. 

. (869-019-00091-7) . 

24.00 

Apr.  1, 1993 

§§1551-1.907  .... 

. (869-01 7-0(»91-4) 

23J)0 

Apr.  1,  1992 

§§  1.908-1.1000  .. 

. (869-019-00093-3) . 

26J)0 

Apr.  1, 1993 

§§1.1001-1.1400 

. (869-019-00094-1) . 

22J» 

Apr.  1,  1993 

§§  1.1401-End  .... 

. .  (869-019-00095-0) 

31J)0 

Apr.  1. 1993 

2^29  . . 

_ (869-019-00096-8)  _ _ 

23i)0 

Apr.  1, 1993 

30-39  . 

. (869-0 19-00097-6^ _ 

18.00 

Apr.  1. 1993 

40-49  ...._ . 

. . (869-019-00098-4) 

13J)0 

Apr.  1. 1993 

50-299  . . 

_ (669-019-00099-2)  ...... 

13J)0 

Apr.  1,  1993 

300-499  . 

. . (869-017-00100-0) . 

23.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

500-599  . 

. . (869-019-00101-8) . 

6.00 

<Apf.  1. 1990 

•600-End . 

. (869-019-00102-6) ...._ 

8.00 

Apr.  1,  1993 

vi 
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TW«  Stock  Numbor  Prico  Rovtolon  Dot* 

27  Parts: 

1-199  . (869^17-00102-3) .  34.00  Apr.  1,  1992 

200-€nd  . (869-019-00104-2) ......  11.00  sApr.  1.  1991 

28  . (869-017-00104-0) .  37.00  July  1,  1992 

29  Parts: 

0-99  . (869-017-00105-8) .  19.00  July  1,  1992 

10(M99  . (869-013-00106-6) .  9.00  July  1. 1992 

500-899  . (869-017-00107-4) .  32-00  July  1.  1992 

900-1899  . (869-017-00108-2) .  16.00  July  1. 1992 

1900-1910  (§§  1901.1  to 

1910.999) . (869-017-00109-1) .  29.00  July  1, 1992 

1910  (§§  1910.1000  to 

and)  . (869-017-00110-4) .  16.00  July  1,  1992 

1911-1925  . (869-017-00111-2) .  9.00  ‘July  1,  1989 

1926  . (869-017-00112-1) .  14.00  July  1,  1992 

1927-End . (869-017-00113-9) .  30.00  July  1.  1992 

30  Parts: 

1-199  . (869-017-00114-7) .  25.00  July  1. 1992 

200-699  . (869-017-001 15-5) .  19.00  July  1.  1992 

70(Hnd  . (869-017-00116-3) .  25.00  July  1, 1992 

31  Parts: 

0-199  . (869-017-00117-1) .  17.00  July  1. 1992 

200-End  . (8694)17-00118-0) .  25.00  July  1,  1992 

32  Parts: 

1-39,  Vol.  1 .  15.00  ajuly  1,1984 

1-39,  Vol.  II .  1900  ajuly  1,1984 

1-39,  Vol.  Ill .  18.00  ajuly  1,1984 

1-189  . (869-017-00119-8) .  30.00  July  1, 1992 

190-399  . (869-017-00120-1) .  33.00  July  1,  1992 

400-629  . (869-017-00121-0) .  29.00  July  1,  1992 

630-499  . (869-017-00122-8) .  14.00  aJuly  1,  1991 

700-799  . .  (869-017-00123-4) .  20.00  July  1,  1992 

800-End  . (869-017-00124-4) .  20.00  July  1,  1992 

33  Parts: 

1-124  . (869-017-00125-2) .  18.00  July  1,  1992 

125-199  . (869-017-00126-1) .  21.00  July  1, 1992 

200-End  . (869-017-00127-9) .  23.00  July  1, 1992 

34  Parts: 

1-299  . (869-017-00128-7) .  27.00  July  1,  1992 

300-399  . (869-017-00129-5) .  19.00  July  1,  1992 

400-End  . (869-017-00130-9) .  32.00  July  1,  1992 

35  . (869017-00131-7) .  12.00  July  1,  1992 

36  Parts: 

1-199  . (869-017-00132-5) .  15.00  July  1, 1992 

200-End  . (869017-00133-3) .  32.00  July  1, 1992 

37  . (869017-00134-1) .  17.00  July  1,  1992 

38  Parts: 

0-17  . (869017-00135-0) .  28.00  Sept  1,  1992 

18-End . (869017-00136-8) .  28.00  Sept.  1,  1992 

39  . (869017-00137-6) .  16.00  July  1,  1992 

40  Parts: 

1-51  . (869017-0013^4) .  31.6o  July  1,  1992 

52  . (869017-00139-2) .  33.00  July  1, 1992 

53-40  . (869017-00140-4) .  36.00  July  1,  1992 

61-80  . (869-017-0014M) .  16.00  July  1,  1992 

81-85  . (869017-00142-2) .  17.00  July  1,  1992 

84-99  . (869017-00143-1) .  33.00  July  1, 1992 

100-149  . (869017-00144-9) .  34.00  July  1,  1992 

150-189  . (869017-00145-7) .  21.00  July  1, 1992 

190-259  . (869017-00146-5) .  16.00  July  1, 1992 

260-299  . (869017-00147-3) .  36.00  July  f,  1992 

300-399  . (869017-00148-1) .  15.00  July  1, 1992 

400-424  . (869017-001490) .  26.00  July  1,  1992 

425-499  . (869017-00150-3) .  26.00  July  1,  1992 

700-789  . (869017-00151-1) .  23.00  July  1,  1992 

790-End  . (869017-00152-0) .  25.00  July  1,  1992 

41  Chaptsrs: 

1, 1-1  to  1-10 .  13.00  sJuly  1, 1984 


1, 1-1 1  to  Appendix,  2  (2  Reserved) .  13.00  a  July  1, 1984 


TWs 

Slock  Number 

Price 

Revision  Dele 

3-6 . 

..  14.00 

aJuly  1, 1984 

7 . 

..  6.00. 

a  July  1, 1984 

8 . 

..  4.50 

ajuly  1, 1984 

9 . 

..  13.00 

a  July  1, 1984 

10-17  . 

..  9.50 

a  July  1, 1984 

18,  Vol.  1,  Ports  1-8  . 

..  13.00 

ajuly  1, 1984 

18,  Vol.  ll,  Ports  6-19 . 

..  13.00 

aJuly  1,  1984 

18,  VoL  III,  Ports  20-52  ... 

..  13.00 

ajuly  1, 1984 

19-100  . 

..  13.00 

a  July  1,  1984 

1-100  . 

(869-017-00153-8)  . 

9.50 

July  1, 1992 

101  . 

(869-017-00154-4) . 

.  28.00 

July  1,  1992 

102-200  . 

(869^17-00155-4) 

11.00 

aJuly  1, 1991 
July  1, 1992 

201-End  . 

(869-017-00156-2) . 

.  11.00 

42  Parts: 

1-399  . 

(869-017-00157-1)  . 

.  23.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

400-429  . 

(869-017-00158-9) . 

.  23.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

430-End  . : 

(869-017-00159-7)  . 

.  31.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

43  Parts: 

1-999  . 

(869-017-00160-1) . 

.  22.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

1000-3999  . 

(869-017-00161-9) . 

.  30.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

4000-End . . 

(869-017-00162-7) . 

.  13.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

44 . 

(869-017-00163-5)  . 

..  26.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

45  Parts: 

1-199  . 

(869-017-00164-3) . 

,.  20.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

20(M99 . 

(869-017-00165-1) . 

..  14.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

500-1199  . 

(869-017-00164-0) . 

..  30.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

1200-End . 

(869-017-00167-8) . 

..  20.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

46  Parts: 

1-40 . 

(869-017-00168-4) . 

.  17.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

41-69  . 

(869-017-00169-4)  . 

.  16.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

70-89  . 

(869-017-00170-8) . 

.  8.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

90-139 . 

(869-017-00171-6)  ..... 

.  14.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

140-155  . 

,(869-017-00172-4)  . 

.  12.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

156-165  . 

,  (869-017-00173-2) . 

.  14.00 

•Oct.  1,  1991 

166-199  . 

,  (869-017-00174-1)  .... 

.  17.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

200-499  . 

.  (869-017-00175-9)  .... 

.  22.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

500-End  . 

,(869-017-00176-7)  .... 

.  14.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

47  Parts: 

0-19 . 

,  (869-017-00177-5) .... 

..  22.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

20-39  . 

,  (869-017-00178-3)  .... 

..  22.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

40-69  . 

.(869-017-00179-1)  .... 

..  12.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

70-79  . 

.  (869-017-00180-5)  .... 

..  21.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

80-End  . 

.(869-017-00181-3)  .... 

..  24.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

48  Chapters: 

1  (Ports  1-51)  . 

.(869-017-00182-1)  ... 

..  34.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

1  (Ports  52-99)  . 

.(869-017-00183-0)  ... 

..  22.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

2  (Ports  201-251) . 

.(869-017-00184-8)  ... 

..  15.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

2  (Ports  252-299) . 

.(869-017-00185-6)  ... 

..  12.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

3-6 . 

.  (869-017-00184-4)  ... 

..  22.00 

Oct.  1, 1992 

7-14 . 

.  (869-017-00187-2)  ... 

..  30.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

15-28  . : . 

.(869-017-00188-1)  ... 

..  26.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

29-End  . 

.  (869-017-00189-9)  ... 

..  16.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

49  Parts: 

1-99 . 

.(869-017-00190-2)  ... 

..  22.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

100-177  . 

.  (869-017-00191-1)  ... 

..  27.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

178-199  . 

.(869-017-00192-9)  ... 

..  19.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

200-399  . 

.  (869-017-00193-7)  ... 

..  27.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

400-999  . 

.  (869-017-00194-5)  ... 

..  31.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

1000-1199  . 

.(869-017-00195-3)  ... 

..  19.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

1200-End . 

.(869-017-00196-1)  ... 

..  21.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

50ParU: 

1-199  . 

.  (869-017-00197-0) .... 

..  23.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

200-599  . 

.(869-017-00198-8)  .... 

...  20.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

600-End  . 

.(869-017-00199-4)  .... 

...  20.00 

Oct.  1,  1992 

CFR  Index  ond  Finrfngs 

Aids . 

.  (869-019-00053-4)  .... 

...  36.00 

Jon.  1, 1993 

Complete  1993  CFR  set 

...  775.00 

1993 

Microfiche  CFR  Edition: 

Complete  set  (one-time  mailing) . 

....  188.00 

1990 

vii 
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TMe  Stock  Number 

Price 

Revision  Dele 

Complete  set  (one-time  moiling) . 

.  188.00 

1991 

Complete  set  (one-time  moiling) . 

.  188.00 

1992 

Subscription  (mailed  os  issued) . 

.  221JX) 

1993 

Individual  copies . 

.  2.00 

1993 

<  Bccoum  TiH*  3  k  on  onnual  coinpiaiion,  (Mt  volunw  and  ci  previous 
vokjmts  diouid  bt  retained  as  a  permonertt  leietence  louce. 

>  The  July  I,  1965  ediion  of  32  CFR  Parts  1-169  corrtains  a  note  only  for 
Parts  1-39  induiive.  For  me  Ml  text  of  the  Defense  Acquisilion  RegutoHons 
in  Ports  1-39,  consuR  the  itwee  CFR  volumes  issued  as  of  July  1, 1964,  containing 
those  pots. 

•  The  Jriy  1,  1965  ediion  of  41  CFR  Chapters  1-100  contains  a  note  only 
for  Chapters  1  to  49  Inclusive.  For  Ihe  Ml  text  of  procurement  regiialions 
in  Chapters  I  to  49,  corwit  Ihe  eleven  CFR  volumes  issued  as  of  July  I. 
1964  containing  those  chapters. 

•  No  amendments  to  this  volume  were  promulgaled  during  Ihe  period  Apr. 
I,  1990  to  Mar.  31,  1993.  The  CFR  volume  issued  AprI  1,  199a  should  be 
retained. 

•  No  omendments  to  this  volume  were  promulgaled  during  Ihe  period  Apr. 
1,  1991  to  Mar.  31,  1993.  The  CFR  volume  issued  AprI  1,  1991,  should  be 
retained. 

•  No  omendmerds  to  Ihis  volume  were  promulgaled  during  me  period  Jtiy 
1, 1989  to  June  X,  1992.  The  CFR  volume  issued  July  1, 1969,  should  be  retained. 

’  No  amendmenis  to  this  volume  were  promulgaled  during  Ihe  period  Jdy 
1, 1991  to  June  3a  1992.  The  CFR  volume  issued  July  1, 1991,  should  be  retained. 

•  No  amendments  to  this  volume  were  promulgaled  during  me  period  October 
1,  1991  to  September  X,  1992.  The  CFR  volume  issued  October  I,  1991,  should 
be  retained. 


1973-1985 


A  Research  Guide 


New  Publication 

List  of  CFR 
Affected 


Sections 


These  four  volumes  contain  a  compilation  of  the  “List  of 
CFR  Sections  Affected  (LSA)”  for  the  years  1973  through 
1985.  Reference  to  these  tables  will  enable  the  user  to 
find  the  precise  text  of  CFR  provisions  which  were  in 
force  and  effect  on  any  given  date  during  the  period 
covered. 


Volume  I  (Titles  1  thru  16) . $27.00 

Stock  Number  069-000-00029-1 


Volume  II  (Titles  17  thru  27) . $25.00 

Stock  Number  069-000-00030-4 


Volume  III  (Titles  28  thru  41) . $28.00 

Stock  Number  069-000-00031-2 


Volume  IV  (Titles  42  thru  50) . $25.00 

Stock  Number  069-000-00032-1 


Superintendent  of  E>ocuments  Publications  Order  Form 


(Mk  PiBcwMag  Codi 

*6962 


Charge  your  order. 

Its  easy! 


Please  Type  or  Print  (Form  is  aligned  for  typewriter  use.)  orders  and  inquiries- (202)  512-2250 

Prices  include  regular  domestic  postage  and  handling  and  are  good  through  12/92.  After  this  date,  please  call  Order  and 
Information  Desk  at  202-783-3238  to  verify  prices.  International  customers  please  add  25%. 


Qty. 

Stock  Number 

Tide 

Price 

Each 

Total 

Price 

021-602-00001-9 

Catalog— Bestselling  Government  Books 

FREE 

FREE 

{■1 

nnm 

miiiifii 

uniiiiiiiiii 

B 

Total  for  Publications 


(Company  or  personal  name) 

(Please  type  or  print) 

(Additional  address/attention  line) 

(Street  address) 


Please  Choose  Method  of  Payment: 

I  I  Check  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents 

(ZJ  GPO  Deposit  Account  _ I  l~l  I 

□  VISA  or  MasterCard  Account 


(City,  State,  ZIP  Code) 

i _ I _ 

(Daytime  phone  including  area  code) 


Mafl  order  to: 

New  Orders,  Superintendent  of  Docnnients 
pa  Box  371954,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15250-7954 


ir-v 


(Credit  card  expiration  date)  Thank  you  for  your  order! 


(Signature) 


Rne-e 


Li  t  it  -  j  <.  14  1  ii«  t  ^  •  * 


1- 


Annoimcmg  the  Latest  Edition 


The  Federal 
Register: 

What  It  Is 
and 

How  to  It 


A  Guide  for  the  User  of  the  Federal  Register- 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  Sjrstem 


This  handbook  is  used  for  the  educational 
workshops  conducted  by  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register.  For  those  persons  unable  to 
attend  a  workshop,  this  handbook  will  provide 
guidelines  for  using  the  Federal  Register  and 
related  publications,  as  well  as  an  explanation 
of  how  to  solve  a  sample  research  problem. 


Price  $7.00 


Superintendent  of  Documents  Publications  Order  Form 

Order  processing  code;  ChSfgB  yOUf  OfdBf. 

^173  Ifg  Easy! 

LJ  YES,  please  send  me  the  following:  Tb  fax  your  orders  (202)-512-2250 


n 


copies  of  The  Federal  Reglster-What  It  le  end  How  1b  Use  it,  at  $7iX)  per  copy.  Stock  Ha  069-000-00044-4 


The  total  cost  (rf  nty  order  is  $ _ International  customers  please  add  25%.  Prices  include  regular  domestic 

postage  and  handling  and  are  subject  to  change. 

Please  CJhoose  Method  oi  Payment: 

O  Check  Payable  to  the  Superintendent  of  Documents 

im  GPO  Deposit  Account  I  1  1  1  I  I  1  1  ~  EH 

EH  VISA  or  MasterCard  Account 


(Conqnny  or  Personal  Name) 


(Please  type  or  print) 


(Additional  addiess/attention  line) 


(Street  address) 


(City,  State,  ZIP  Code) 


(Credit  card  expiration  date) 


Thank  you  for 
your  order! 


(Daytime  phone  including  area  code) 


(Authorizing  Signature) 


(Rev.  1-93) 


(Purchase  Order  No.) 

YES  NO 

May  we  make  your  name/address  available  to  other  mailers?  ED  ED 


Mail  To:  New  Orders,  Superintendent  of  Documents 
P.O.  Box  371954,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15250-7954 


The  authentic  text  behind  the  news  .  .  . 


The  Weekly 
Compilation  of 

Presidential 

Documents 


Weekly  Compilation  of 

Presidential 

Documents 


Mundtv.  .IwmaMnir  23.  ISHD 
Vnltiiwe  26— Number  4 


This  unique  service  provides  up-to-date 
inforntation  on  Presidential  policies 
and  announcements.  It  contains  the 
full  text  of  the  President’s  public 
speeches,  statements,  messages  to 
Congress,  news  conferences,  persorv 
nel  appointments  and  nominations,  and 
other  Presidential  materials  released 
by  the  White  House. 


The  Weekly  Compilation  carries  a 
Monday  dateline  and  covers  materials 
releas^  duririg  the  preceding  week. 
Each  issue  contains  an  Index  of 
Contents  and  a  Cumulative  Index  to 
Prior  Issues. 

Separate  indexes  are  published 
periodically.  Other  features  include 


lists  of  acts  approved  by  the 
President,  nominations  submitted  to 
the  Senate,  a  checklist  of  White 
House  press  releases,  and  a  digest  of 
other  Presidential  activities  and  White 
House  announcements. 

Published  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register,  National  Archives  and 
Records  Administration. 


Superintendent  of  Documents  Subscriptions  Order  Form 


Odet  Processinfl  Code 

*6466 


□YES, 


Charge  your  order.  M^SIm  (^9*  orden  may  be  telephoned  to  the  GPO  ordei 

IVS  eaSV!  desk  at  <202)  733-3238  tromS  OO  a  m.  to  4:00  p  m. 

^  ’  >  eastern  time.  Monday-Friday  (except  hoidaysl 


please  enter  my  subscription  for  one  year  to  the  WEEKLY  COMPILATION 
OF  PRESIDENTIAL  DOCUMENTS  (PD)  so  I  can  keep  up  to  date  on 
Presidential  activities. 


□ 


$96.00  First  Class 


□ 


$58.00  Regular  Mail 


1 .  The  total  cost  of  my  order  is  $ _ All  prices  include  regular  domestic  postage  and  handling  and  are 

subject  to  change.  International  customers  please  add  25%. 

Please  Type  or  Print 


2. _ 

(Company  or  personal  name) 


(Additional  address/attention  line) 


(Street  address) 


3.  Please  choose  method  of  payment: 

EH  Check  payable  to  the  Superintendent  of 
Documents  __________ 

EH  GPO  Deposit  Account  1  I  I  I  1  I  I  l~l  \ 

EH  VISA  or  MasterCard  Account 


(City,  State,  ZIP  Code) 

( _ 1 _ 

(Daytime  phone  including  area  code) 


_  Thank  you  for  your  order! 

(Credit  card  expiration  date) 


(Signature) 


(R«v.  1/»3) 


4.  Mail  To:  New  Orders,  Superintendent  of  DocumeiOs,  P.O.  Box  371954,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15250-7954 


Printed  on  recycled  paper 


1  _  t 

i 


X 


